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PREFACE, 


THE present volume contains the first part of the Paleontological Report of the 
Geological Survey of Ohio, and the first illustrated memoir ever published on the 
fossils of the State. Ohio, with its great breadth of surface and diversity of geological 
structure, is one of the richest fields for the palseontologist known, and during the 
last forty years its Silurian, Devonian and Carboniferous strata have furnished a very 
large number of well marked fossils, most of which have gone to enrich the cabinets 
of other States and countries. The exposures of the Lower Silurian rocks about 
Cincinnati deserve special mention, from the variety and beauty of the organic . 
remains which they yield. This locality has now a world-wide fame, and it has sup- 
plied suites of beautifully preserved fossils which form the pride of many cabinets in 
Europe as well as in our own country. The Corniferous limestone and the Waverly 
group have also contributed a large number of fossil mollusks, crustaceans and corals 
to the collections made in our State by resident or foreign geologists. 

The Devonian and Carboniferous rocks have proved to be rich in fossil fishes, and 
the latter in Batrachians and plants. Collections of all these have been made by the 
writer, which in variety and interest are not surpassed by those derived from the 
Palseozoic formations of any country. 

Among the fossils obtained by others in former years from these different forma- 
tions, many proved to be new to science, and a large number of them have been de- 
scribed by Profs. Hall, Winchell and Meek. The descriptions of these species are, 
however, widely scattered through the various media for the publication of scientific 
material, and are accessible to but few of our citizens. In many instances, too, the 
descriptions were published without figures, so that it has been almost impossible for 
our students of geology to determine accurately the names and the relations of the 
fossils they have collected. As fossils constitute the most reliable data for the identi- 
fication of strata, the difficulty which has been experienced in obtaining accurate 
information about those found in this State has not only retarded the progress of 
geological knowledge among our people, but has occasioned much difference of opin- 
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ion and prolonged discussion among geologists in regard to the equivalence of our 
rocks. When the present Geological Survey was organized, it therefore became one 
of the most important duties of the Corps to make systematic collections of the fos- 
sils of the different formations ; to read from them the lessons they might teach, and to 
publish such figures and descriptions as would enable our teachers and students to 
identify them, and apply them to their legitimate uses. The first part of this duty 
has been done. A sufficient number of fossils has been gathered from all the fossil- 
iferous rocks to enable us to make out satisfactorily the geological structure of the 
State, and to settle all the questions that have been raised in regard to the relations 
of our strata to those that have been studied and named in other States and coun- 
tries. They have thus rendered us indispensable assistance in the acquisition of the 
information conveyed in our geological reports. 

The second part of the task assigned us, is in part performed by the publication of 
the present volume. In order to give the greatest possible accuracy and value to the 
review of our palzontology, which was expected as one of the results of the Geolog- 
ical Survey, it was necessary to invoke the aid of several specialists. The different 
classes of fossils collected by the members of the Geological Corps, and such as, 
gathered in former years, were accessible to us, were committed for study to persons 
who had given special attention to one or another of the different departments of 
paleontology. The invertebrate fossils were assigned to Mr. F. B. Meek, one of our 
most learned and accurate scientists, who, in addition to other labors by which he 
had gained a well deserved reputation, had for several years been acting as palzon- 
tologist to the Illinois Geological Survey, and had thus become critically familiar with 
the invertebrates of the Palseozoic formations of the Mississippi Valley. The greater 
part of the matter contained in the palzontological portion of the present volume has 
been supplied by Mr. Meek, and forms the first installment of his report upon the 
materials placed in his hands. 

Prof. James Hall, the distinguished paleontologist of New York, who had charac- 
terized and named a large number of fossils from this State, also consented to con- 
tribute to our reports descriptions and figures of such Ohio fossils as he had already 
described, or held waiting examination in the rich stores of his magnificent collection. 
The matter to be furnished by Prof. Hall is promised for our next volume on Palson- 
tology. 

The Amphibian remains—of which nearly twenty species, all new to science, had been 
obtained from the Coal Measures before the organization of the present Survey—were 
committed to Prof. Edward D. Cope, who stands in the front rank of living compara- 
tive anatomists. His report on these interesting fossils is nearly ready, and will form 
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part of our second volume. As it will more than double the number of genera and 
species known in the Batrachian fauna of the Coal Measures, it cannot fail to prove 
an important contribution to science. . 

The description of the - fossil fiahes and fossil plants was assumed by the writer, who 
had for many years made them objects of special study, and who had in his collec- 
tions nearly everything of interest in these departments which had been obtained in 
the State during the last quarter of a century. A partial report on this material is 
made in the present volume. The discussion of the remainder will be reserved for 
future publication. 

In the law providing for a Geological Survey of Ohio, the Geological Corps was re- 
quired, first, to make the survey, and when that should be completed, to embody the 
results in a Final Report, but it has been thought by the Geological Board wiser not 
to wait the completion of the field work before publishing in permanent form any 
portion of the results. As a consequence, this volume is given to the public, while 
as yet much of the matter which is to form future volumes remains to be accumu- 
lated. If it had been possible to gather and prepare all the material to be used, be- 
fore the publication of any part of it, it would have been easy to arrange it in such a 
way that all the facts related to each otber should be grouped together; but this is 
not now entirely practicable. An effort has been made, however, to give as great 
system to our report as could be done under the circumstances. In the Geological 
portion of this volume, after a general review of the Physical Geography and Geo- 
logical Structure of the State had been given, a more detailed description of the Silu- 
rian and Devonian Systems was presented ; while the discussion of the Carbonifer- 
ous and Drift formations was postponed. So far as possible a parallel course has been 
followed in the accompanying report. Figures and descriptions are now given of only 
the Silurian and Devonian invertebrates; the Carboniferous mollusks, crinoids and 
corals remaining for publication hereafter. In the arrangement of the descriptions 
of the vertebrate fossils and fossil plants, such an arrangement was scarcely practi- 
cable, inasmuch as most of these are derived from the Carboniferous System; and if 
no Carboniferous fossils were admitted into this volume, our materials would be very 
unequally divided. An arrangement by subjects has therefore been adopted, so far as 
relates to these fossils, and one which will perhaps be equally acceptable. In this 
volume the fossil fishes are reviewed collectively, and while some material in this de- 
partment will remain to be included in another volume, no general discussion of the 
zoological relations and geological distribution of our fossil fishes will be attempted 
there. On the other hand, the interesting group of amphibians found in our Coal 
Measures are altogether reserved for another volume, where they will be described 
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in detail, and will supply figures for perhaps ten plates. The description of the fossil 
plants will also be mainly deferred. A few species of unusual interest—for which 
drawings and descriptions have been prepared for many years—are published in this 
volume, to give variety to its contents, and to divide more equally the materials in 
hand. But most of the matter prepared in this department will be reserved until it 
can form part of a general review of our fossil plants, similar in scope to the synopsis 
of our fossil fishes now published. In that report the plants of our different forma- 
tions will be described in order, beginning with those of the Lower Silurian ; and 
the progress of plant life will, as far as practicable, be traced through the successive 
geological ages. 
The State of Ohio, with its 88 counties and 39,964 square miles, presents so wide a 
field for geological exploration, that the time of the Geological Corps has been 
mainly occupied in the study of the general and local geological structure and 
economic geology. A large number of fossils have, however, been collected in the 
prosecution of our work, and in a few instances they have been made objects of 
special search ; but the accumulation of good material in any department of palson- 
tology is generally a matter of time and patient waiting for the results of mining, 
quarrying, etc., and it is only to be rapidly obtained by a large outlay of money. As 
we have not felt justified in the expenditure of much time or money for making col- 
lections of fossils beyond what were required for geological purposes, we should now 
be able to present to the public but little new and interesting paleontological matter 
if we had not been permitted to avail ourselves of the fruits of other labors than our 
.own. Fortunately for the interest and value of our reports, during the long interval 
which has elapsed since the suspension of the former Geological Survey, the col- 
lectors of Ohio fossils have not been idle; and though much of the material which 
would be most fitly presented to the public through the medium of the Geological 
Survey has been lost, scattered or described elsewhere, at the beginning of our Sur- 
vey we found such an amount of new material in the hands of private parties as 
would in itself, if properly illustrated, greatly embellish and enrich our Report. 
Through the courtesy of the holders of this material, most of it has been made 
available for our use, and this, with the collections made by the Geological Corps, 
forms an array of new matter which we venture to hope will be of interest to the 
public. 
In the preceding notes reference is made only to the fossils of the bedded rocks; 
but there are some other organic remains found in the State, which, though much 
more modern, still belong to a former age, and are the legitimate and by no means 


the least interesting objects of investigation by the paleontologist. In the superficial 
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deposits many interesting mammalian remains have been brought to light in the 
prosecution of public works—railroads, canals, etc.—and more especially in the exca- 
vations for the drainage of swamps and peat marshes. Of these, the most striking 
are the bones, teeth and tusks of the Elephant and Mastodon. In nearly every 
county of the State relics of these huge mammals have been exhumed, and in some 
instances nearly the entire bony structure has been found. In most cases, however, 
the bones have been broken up and scattered, and nothing like a complete skeleton 
has in any case been preserved. . Most of these remains were met with in former 
years, but even since the organization of the Geological Survey, some important dis- 
coveries of this kind have been made. As before, however, ignorance or carelessness 
has prevented the preservation of material which, if it could have been saved from 
violence or decomposition, would have been of the greatest scientific value. An 
earnest effort has been made to secure all possible facts and specimens which eould 
serve to illustrate the occupation of our territory by these great animals, and what- 
ever information we may be able to gather on this subject, will be recorded in the 
future publications of the Survey. 

I should also refer here to the discovery of the bones of the giant Beaver (Castor- 
oides Ohioensis), which was first described by Col. J. W. Foster in the Second Annual 
Report of the former Geological Corps (1838). Some other remains of this remarkable 
animal have since been found, and it is proposed to present, in a future report, all the 
facts that can be gathered in regard to it, with figures of such portions of its structure 
as are now extant. 

Fragments of the bones of the large wild hog (Dicotyles compressus)—which once 
inhabited Ohio, but is now entirely extinct—have in several instances been found in 
our own and adjoining States. A most important discovery of this kind has recently 
been made at Columbus; and, thanks to the intelligent care of Mr. J. H. Klippart, 
who took great pains to preserve them, nearly complete skeletons of twelve individ- 
uals of this species of peccary have been secured for study and description. As only 
a small portion of the bony structure of this animal was before known, the discovery 
to which I have referred will add very much to our knowledge of it, and will furnish 
some interesting material to our paleontological reports. 

Acknowledgments are elsewhere made of our obligations to some of those who 
have contributed to the attractiveness and value of our reports, but it is eminently 
proper that I should here repeat the names of Messrs. C. B. Dyer, U. P. James, S. A. 
Miller, S. T. Carley, David H. Shaffer and Dr. Miller, of Cincinnati; Rev. H. Hertzer, 
now of Louisville, Ky.; J. K. O’Neall, Esq., of Lebanon, Ohio; Dr. A. H. Agard and 
L. P. Wheelock, of Sandusky; Jay Terrell, Esq., of Elyria, and Prof. George N. 
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Allen, of Oberlin; all of whom have generously given us the use of the materials in 
their hands, the fruits of many years of patient and assiduous collection. 

The fossil fishes, amphibians and plants which will be described in this and other 
volumes of our Report, were mostly obtained by the writer before the commence- 
ment of the Geological Survey, and the originals of the descriptions published by 
Prof. Cope and myself now form part of the collections of the School of Mines of 
Columbia College, New York. So far as practicable, specimens of the species de- 
scribed will be placed in the cabinet of the Ohio Agricultural and Mechanical College 
and in the Museum of the Smithsonian Institution. Where the specimens are 
unique, they will be found in the cabinet of the School of Mines. All the material 
gathered by the Geological Corps becomes, by special act of the Legislature, the 
property of the Ohio Agricultural and Mechanical College, and may be referred to in 
the cabinet of that institution. 

I may be permitted to express here a regret that no fire-proof repository has been 
provided by the State of Ohio for the specimens collected on the Geological Survey, 
as the destruction by fire of material not so protected seems to be only a question of 
time. The type specimens—such as have served as the basis of chemical, geological 
and paleontological description—have a special, and, in some instances, an inestim- 
able value. Their loss is frequently a public calamity, and a large part of the con- 
fusion which exists in the records of natural science is due to the destruction of such 
standards of reference. The best specimens obtained in any State should, if possible, 
be fixed in some safe and accessible repository at the State Capital, or in some insti- 
tution of learning that can provide accommodations for them, where they will not 
be exposed to theft or fire, and where they may be at all times readily accessible to 
those who desire to consult them. Such specimens are not merely objects of curios- 
ity, but they constitute a kind of library in which knowledge of the greatest scien- 
tific importance is recorded. They differ from books, however, in this, that many of 
them are unique copies, and when lost, can never be replaced. In this respect they 
are more like legal documents and public archives, and should be preserved with the 
same care. The importance of these considerations has been recognized in several of 
the States of our Union—as in New York, Illinois, etc.—where special provision has 
been made in the construction of public buildings for the reception and display of the 
collections of the Geological Surveys, and for the safe preservation of the type speci- 
mens described in the Reports. 

The illustrations which accompany the descriptive matter of this volume will gen- 


erally commend themselves by the accuracy and beauty of their execution, and it is 
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but just that the artists who have so ably seconded the efforts of the palseontologists, 
should receive honorable mention in this connection. 

The drawings of the crustaceans, mollusks and crinoids, of which figures are now 
published, were for the most part made by Mr. W. H. Holmes. 

The fossil plants and the Carboniferous fishes were drawn by Mr. T. Y. Gardner, 
and form part of the series of plates prepared by the writer before the beginning of 
the Survey, and which have been supplied ‚without cost to the State. 

The plates of Devonian fishes were drawn by Mr. G. K. Gilbert, for two years an 
assistant on the Survey of Ohio, and now Chief Geologist of the Government Surveys 
in Colorado, Arizona and New Mexico, under Lieut. G. M. Wheeler, U. 8. A. 

The engraving of our plates has been mostly done on stone by Messrs. T. Sinclair 
& Son, of Philadelphia, who are making a specialty of palseontological illustrations. 
By securing the services of trained and skillful lithographers, they have done our 
work in a styleand with a degree of promptness that deserve special commendation. 
I should also say that the courtesy of Mr. Sinclair, and his cordial co-operation in our 
efforts to secure accurate and tasteful copies of our drawings, have contributed much 
to the results attained. 

J. S. NEWBERRY. 


COLUMBUS, On10, January 1st, 1873. 
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To Dr. J. S. NEwBERRY, State Geologist : 

Dear Sir: In respectfully submitting this Report on some of the Invertebrate 
fossils of Ohio, I desire to acknowledge here my obligations to the following gentle- 
men for the loan of numerous fine specimens from the Cincinnati rocks, viz: Messrs. 
C. B. Dyer, U. P. James, S. A. and Dr. Miller, D. H. Shaffer, and Drs. Hill and Byrnes. 
To Mr. James and Mr. Dyer, as well as to some of the others, I am likewise indebted 
for much interesting information in regard to the vertical range, etc., of the species 
and varieties in the Cincinnati beds. These gentlemen have been collecting the fos- 
sils of this exceedingly rich locality for many years past, and now possess extensive 
and valuable collections, from which they generously allowed me to select any speci- 
mens I wanted for study or illustration. Some of those thus borrowed from Mr. 
Dyer, are types of species described by others, but not hitherto figured. 

I am also under obligations to the Rev. Mr. H. Hertzer, and Prof. Edward Orton, of 
the Ohio Survey, for the loan of some interesting Devonian and Upper Silurian fos- 
sils, belonging to their own private collections, from near Columbus and Yellow 
Springs, Ohio. 

Among parties living out of the State, to whom I am indebted for the loan of speci- 
mens for comparison and study, I would mention Prof. C. F. Hartt, of Cornell Uni- 
versity, New York; Prof. Oliver Marcy, of Evanston University, Illinois; Prof. Frank 
H. Bradley, of Knoxville University ; Dr. E. Billings, of Montreal, Canada; Dr. I. A. 
Lapham, of Milwaukee, and Dr. F. H. Day, of Wamatosa, Wisconsin. 

I am also under special obligations to Prof. Joseph Henry, for important facilities 
at the Smithsonian Institution, during the preparation of this Report. - 

It is due to myself to remark here, that I have labored under the disadvantage of 
having to form conclusions in regard to the relations of many Ohio forms to species 
that have been described by others from this and adjoining States, without having 
typical or well authenticated examples of the named species for comparison. This 
difficulty was most particularly felt in the study of the fossils from the Devonian and 
Upper Silurian beds, from which many species have been described (often very 
briefly), and either not yet figured at all, or only imperfectly illustrated. 

Very respectfully yours, 
F. B. MEEK. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 

Washington City, D. C., Feb. 7, 1873. 


FOSSILS OF THE CINCINNATI GROUP. 


RADIATA. 


ECHINODERMATA. 
CRINOIDEA.* 
Genus HETEROCRINUS, Hall, 1847. 


(Paleont., N. Y., vol. 1, p. 278.) 


In first publishing this genus, Prof. Hall illustrated it as having only 
a single range of body pieces below the radial series, and without anal 
plates or pinnule. Species subsequently described by Mr. Billings, and 
others by the writer and Mr. Worthen, however, show that it has a well- 
developed anal series, and that the arms are often, though not always, 
provided with pinnule. Still more recently, Prof. Hall (see his Descrip- 
tions New Sp. Crinoidea, p. 4, dated 1866) called attention to the pres- 
ence, in some species of this genus, of five very minute pieces at the 
connection of the column with the body; one being placed directly at 
the lower end of each suture dividing the first range of well developed 
body-plates. These minute pieces he views as true basals, and the range 
just above them, that have always been regarded as the basals, he con- 
siders sub-radials—thus making the genus have both sub-radial and 
basal pieces. 

I have sume doubts, however, in regard to the propriety of this view 
of these parts, not only because the minute pieces at the head of the 
column are sometimes entirely wanting, and never so much developed 


* It may be proper to mention here, that some recent investigations of the soft 
parts of Cumatula, by Prof. Metschnikoff, of St. Petersburg, seem to render it very 
doubtful whether the Crinoidea really belong to the Class Echinodermata at all, as 
generally believed. At any rate, he could find no traces whatever, in Comatula, of 
the water system of the Ophiurians, Star-fishes, Echini and Holothurians. (See Bull. 
Acad., St. Petersburg, XV., p. 508, Feb’y, 1871; and Am. Naturalist, Vol. VI., May, 
1872, p. 305.) 
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as to form a contiguous range of pieces all around; but also, because 
they correspond exactly in size and form, and in their vertical range, 
with five others often seen intercalated between each two of the discs of 
the column for some distance below the body. In this, as in some other 
genera, particularly of Silurian age, the column is always equally di- 
vided, longitudinally. into five sections, so that each of its discs is really 
composed of five distinct pieces, which, however, frequently become an- 
chylosed together. The more minute pieces mentioned above are also 
always placed exactly at the dividing lines between each two of the five 
larger ones composin» each disc of the column, and thus form rows ex- 
actly coincident, vertically, with those at the head of the column. Far- 
ther down the column, these minute pieces become more and more ex- 
tended laterally, until finally they connect with each other, and thus 
themselves form discs—at first thinner than those with which they alter- 
nate, but still farther down the column, they become, in part at least, 
of the same size as the latter. (See fig. 3a, pl. 1.) From these facts, I 
am inclined to think the very minute pieces at the immediate connec- 
tion of the column with the body, should rather be viewed as belonging 
to the column, than as true basals. I have, therefore, in describing the 
species in which these minute pieces exist, always called them sub- 
basal pieces, and the well developed range above, basals. . 

In the paper above quoted, Prof. Hall, in speaking of these minute 
sub-basals in this genus, also remarks, that, if they were “developed, 
the structure would be the same as in Poteriocrinus ; and in the absence 
of these plates, those which are the sub-radials in that genus, become 
the basal or lower series.” It seems to me, however, that even if these 
minute pieces in this genus were large enough to assume the character 
of true basals, the structure of the genus would still be constantly dis- 
tinct from that of Potertocrinites, in the number and arrangement of its 
anal pieces. In Poteriocrinus, the anal pieces always rest directly down 
upon the sub-radials, and generally consist of two vertical rows of alter- 
nating pieces, the lowest piece being often, as it were, wedged down 
obliquely, partly under the first radial on the right; while in Heterocri- 
nus, there is always but a single row of true anal pieces, the first or 
lowest one of which, instead of resting down upon the range of pieces 
that would, according to Prof. Hall’s view, correspond to the sub-radial 
pieces in Poteriocrinus, actually rests upon one of the sloping sides of the 
second radial on the right, and partly upon the first radial on the left. 
This structure seems to be constant in all the species, and imparts so 
singular an appearance to the anal series, that they have generally been 
mistaken by Prof. Hall for an arm. 


FOSSILS OF THE CINCINNATI GROUP. 3 


HETEROCRINUS CONSTRICTUS, Hall. 
Plate 1, figs. 10 a,b (and 11?). 


Heterocrinus constrictus, Hall, ———; Illustrations of a paper entitled ‘‘ Descriptions 
New Sp. Grinoidea,” etc., dated 1866, pl. 1, fig. 3 (without description). 


Body short sub-cylindrical, or slightly tapering below, and distinctly 
constricted just below the arm-bases above. Sub-basal pieces wanting, 
or only appearing as minute, imperfectly developed divisions of the last 
joint of the column, without modifying the form of the basals. Basal 
pieces wider than long, sub-pentagonal in form, the mesial angle above 
being scarcely perceptible. Radial pieces of unequal size and form; the 
first one in the left posterior lateral ray about as long as wide, and sub- 
pentagonal in form (its right superior lateral angle peing a little trun- 
cated), while it supports above, a shorter quadrangular piece, which 
bears on its upper edge a still shorter, but wide pentagonal axillary 
piece, upon which the arms rest; anterior, and right anterior lateral 
rays, having the same number, form and proportions of pieces; left an- 
terior lateral ray composed of four primary pieces, the first of which is 
pentagonal, and about as long as wide, the second as wide as the first, 
but much shorter, and quadrangular in form, the third quadrangular 
and nearly as long as wide, and the fourth very short, pentagonal, and 
bearing two arms on its upper sloping sides; right posterior ray com- 
posed of five primary, or body pieces, the first one of which is wider 
than long, and pentagonal in form, the second much shorter than wide, 
and sub-pentagonal, the third about the size of the first, but quadran- 
gular, the fourth very short, and the fifth wider than long, pentagonal 
in form, and, like the last piece in each of the other two rays, bearing 
above, two arms. First anal piece, as usual, resting between the lateral 
superior sloping sides of the first piece of the left posterior ray, and the 
second of the right, and connecting on each side with the succeeding 
pieces of these rays above, while it appears to support one or two other 
smaller pieces in direct succession above. 

Arms ten, stout, rounded on the dorsal side, and simple from their 
origin on the last radial pieces; composed of short wedge-formed pieces, 
about every third one of which is thicker than the others, and supports 
on the upper lateral sloping side of its thicker end, a stout pinnule 
or small armlet, that does not diverge from the arm, but lies close and 
parallel to the sides of the latter, when they are folded together; arm- 
lets thus arranged alternately on each side of the arms, and apparently 
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sometimes themselves bearing smaller secondary divisions. Surface 
nearly smooth, or only finely granular. 

Height of body to the top of the last radial pieces, 0.30 inch; breadth 
at same point, allowing for accidental compression, 0.34 inch; breadth 
at the point of constriction, 0 29 irich; breadth of base at its connection 
with the column, 0.21 inch; thickness of arms near their bases, about 
0.10 inch. 


The foregoing description and measurements, as well as our figures 
10 a, b, of plate 1, were prepared from Prof. Hall’s typical specimen 
belonging to Mr. Dyer’s collection. Another specimen belonging to 
Mr. Dyer, now before me, and represented by fig. 11, of the same plate, 
has a somewhat different aspect, and was, at one time, believed to be a 
distinct species, but as it seems to agree exactly in structure, so far as 
we have the means of comparison, it is most probably only a variety 
of the same species. Its chief differences consist in the possession of 
rather decidedly less robust and less rounded arms, and a proportionally 
narrower body, that tapers less below. In the typical specimen, the col- 
umn and the upper part of the arms are broken away, so that these 
parts cannot be compared with those of the specimen mentioned above. 
In the latter the arms are of moderate length, scarcely tapering, except- 
ing near their free ends, and when folded together, present the appear- 
ance of a sub-cylindrical bundle, of about twice the breadth of the body 
below. Its column is quite stout, being nearly as t..ick as the body, 
near which it is round and composed of alternately thicker and thinner 
pieces. Between the upper one of these and the base, fine, thin, small 
pieces can be seen, that do not truncate the corners of the basals, and 
present the appearance of the elements of a thin joint of the column, 
not vet coalesced so as to form a single segment. Similiar but some- 
what larger pieces are also intercalated between the first and second 
segments of the column below. 

In the form and structure of the body, this species is related to H. ju- 
venis, and less closely to H. heterodactylus, of Hall; but it is very much 
larger, and more robust than either, and differs in having its column 
rounded instead of pentagonal. It likewise differs very materially 
from the former, as well as from the western form that has always been 
referred to H. heterodactylus, in having its arms simple instead of bifur- 
cating. 

From H. simplex, which has simple arms, it will be readily distin- 
guished by its larger size, more robust habit, proportionally much 
larger column, and less tapering and peculiarly constricted body. Its 
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arms are also much stouter, and its pinnule, or armlets, proportionally 
larger. 


Locality and position: About 100 feet below the tops of the hills at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
in the Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


HETEROCRINUS EXILIS, Hall? 
Plate 1, fig. 12. 


Heterocrinus exilis, Hall, ; “Descriptions New Sp. Crinoidea,” etc., p. 6, dated 
Noy., 1868; and re-issue same (1872), pl. 1, fig. 16. 
Heterocrinus exiguus, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., Jan’y, p. 308. 





Body small, obconoidal, or tapering from above to the column, near 
which it becomes pentagonal in consequence of the flattened surface of 
each of the basal pieces. Sub-basal pieces obsolete, or very minute. 
Basal pieces (sub-radials of some) of moderate size, about as wide as long, 
pentagonal, and almost perfectly flat. Left posterior ray bifurcating first 
on the fifth piece, the first piece being comparatively large and irregu- 
larly hexagonal, in consequence of having a short sloping side on its 
upper right edge for the reception of one side of the first anal piece; the 
four succeeding pieces much narrower, about as long as wide, and rounded, 
and more or less constricted in the middle, with expanded upper and lower 
ends. Right posterior ray bifurcating first on the eighth piece, the first 
piece being decidedly smaller than that of the left posterior ray, pentag- 
onal in form, and slightly longer than wide; while the second is of the 
same breadth, but shorter, rounded on the dorsal side, and irregularly 
pentagonal in form, the fifth angle being formed by a short side on the 
left above, for the reception of the first anal piece; succeeding pieces, 
about as long as wide, or slightly longer, rounded and constricted in the 
middle, and expanded at the ends. Right anterior lateral ray bifurcating 
first on the sixth piece, the first piece being distinctly larger than the 
others, apparently a little longer than wide, and sub-pentagonal in form ; 
while those above are smaller, and of the same form as the corresponding 
pieces of the other rays described. (Other rays unknown.) Arms very 
long, slender, and bifurcating at least four times, at irregular distances 
above the first divisions of the rays; pieces of the lower divisions gencr- 
ally longer than wide, rounded and constricted in the middle, and 
expanded at the ends; while those of the smaller terminal divisions are 
usually from three to four or five times as long as wide, and scarcely 
expanded at the ends. Surface smooth. Pinnule not seen. 

First anal piece small, about as long as wide, and, as usual, resting 
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between the superior sloping sides of the first radial on the left, and the 
second on the ridge, and bearing three or more others in direct succession 
above, that doubtless form a part of the walls of the ventral extension. 

Column small, distinctly pentagonal near the base, where it is com- 
posed of alternately thin, and slightly thicker pieces. 

Length of body to top of the larger radial pieces forming a part of its 
walls, 0.14 inch ; breadth, about 0.12 inch; length of rays and arms above 
the body, 1 inch; thickness of column near base, about 0.07 inch. 


In describing this form in the Proceedings of the Academy (under the 
names H. exiguus), I mentioned that it seemed to be closely allied to H. 
erilis, Hall (which had not at that time been figured), and might possibly 
belong to that species, but added, that “if Prof. Hall’s description [of H. 
exilis] is strictly accurate, however, in several important characters, the 
form under consideration must be clearly distinct, as he states that the 
posterior lateral rays of H. exilis bifurcate on the second piece, and the 
anterior lateral on the fourth; while in the form here described, one of 
the posterior lateral rays bifurcates first on the fifth piece, and the other 
on the eighth, and in the only one of the lateral rays seen, the first division 
takes place on the sirth or seventh piece.” I farther remarked, that “ he 
also says that the arms of H. exilis bifurcate once or twice ; while in our 
type, they bifurcate at least four times above the primary division of 
each rav. Again he describes the body plates of H. erilis as having the 
general curve of the body ; but in our type the sub-radial (more properly 
the basal) plates are flattened so as to impart a pentagonal form to the 
lower part of the body.” 

Since this was printed in the Proceedings of the Academy, I have seen 
a figure of Prof. Hull’s species, on a plate accompanying a re-issue of the 
paper containing his original description. The impressions of this plate 
illustrating this re-issue seem to have been taken when it was in an un- 
finished condition, and do not show the arrangement of the parts very 
clearly ; but as nearly as I can make them out, the right posterior lateral 
ray certainly is not represented as bifurcating on the second piece at all, 
though, like other species of the genus, it supports an arm-like ray of 
anal pieces. on the left superior sloping side of the first or second piece (it 
looks as if on the first, in the figure), while three other radials are seen 
in direct succession above the one supporting the anal series (and a fourth 
is represented in outline in a part of this ray restored) before the first 
true bifurcation takes place. Again, in the left posterior lateral ray, 
there are four pieces represented in the figure, in direct succession below 
the first bifurcation ; while, including restorations in outline, of portions 
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of the arms, there are clearly represented at least three bifurcations in 
some of the rays, instead of one or two, as stated in the description. 

Since seeing this figure, I am strongly inclined to believe the form 
here under consideration is identical with Prof. Hall’s species, though in 
consequence of the discrepancies between his figure and description, and 
the rather unfinished condition of the former, I am left in doubt on this 
point. 

This form will be at once distinguished from H. simplex by its frequently 
bifurcating arms, and other well marked characters. From the western 
form that has generally been referred to H. heterodactylus, which also has 
its arms bifurcating several times, it may be distinguished by the very 
different form of its body, its much more slender arms, with more frequent 
divisions, and greater length, as well as by its more slender column. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group, at Cincinnati, Ohio, where it occurs at the 
horizon of about 100 feet below the top of the hills. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


HETEROCRINUS SIMPLEX, Hall. 
Plate 1, figs. 4a, b; 5 a, b (with 6 a, b, and 7 a, b, c?) 
Heterocrinus simplex, Hall, 1847; Palsont. N. Y., vol. 1, p. 280, pl. Ixxvi., fig. 2 a, 
b,c,d; Hall (1872), pl. L., figs. 11 and 12, accompanying a re-issueof his paper on 
New Crinoidea, etc., dated Nov., 1866. 


H. Canadensis, Billings, 1859; Canadian Organic Remains, Dec. IV., p. 48, pl. IV., fig. 
da . 


Body small, obconic, or tapering regularly from above to the column, 
as long as wide, or a little longer. Sub-basal pieces undeveloped. Basal 
pieces of moderate size, about as wide as high, one regularly pentagonal. 
and four irregularly so First radial pieces in three of the rays, small 
and short, being decidedly wider than long, and pentagonal in form; 
each supporting on its rather broadly truncated upper side a second 
radial of considerably larger size, generally longer than wide, and quad- 
rangular in form, excepting one on the anal side, which has one of the 
superior lateral angles truncated so as to present a pentagonal outline; 
third radials in these rays smaller than the second, wider than long, with 
a quadrangular form, and each supporting a somewhat larger, pentag- 
onal fourth radial, which is an axillary piece, and bears two arms on its 
superior sloping sides. First radials in the other two rays comparatively 
large, as long as wide or longer, one hexagonal and one heptagonal (there 
being no mesial angle at the base), and each supporting a smaller short, 
transversely oblong, second radial, above which there is in each of these 
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rays a slightly larger third radial of pentagonal form, that bears on its 
superior sloping sides two arms. 

First anal piece about as wide as long, pentagonal in form, and resting 
between the short superior sides of the first piece in the left and the second 
piece of the right posterior rays; second anal supported on the upper 
side of the first, quadrangular in form, and surmounted by a third smaller 
trigonal or sub-pentagonal piece, immediately above which the arms close 
together so as to hide any succeeding parts connecting these with the 
ventral prolongation. 

Arms above their origin on the third and fourth radials, simple, rather 
long, somewhat flattened on the dorsal side, and composed of a single 
series of pieces that are usually about as long as wide, but alternately 
longer on one side than on the other, and bearing on each inner lateral 
margin of the arms a row of pinnules. 

Surface smooth or only finely granular. 

Column round, and small, compared with that of other species of the 
genus, and with the body tapering downward from the base, near which 
it is composed of thin discs! and farther down of alternately thicker and 
thinner discs; perforation small and nearly circular, or sub-pentagonal. 

Height to the first bifurcation of the rays (medium sized specimen), 
0.21 inch; breadth, 0.17 inch; thickness of column at base, 0.03 inch; 
length of arms, about 0.70 inch. 


The above description is made out from the form generally recognized 
in the west as II. simplex, the original type of which was from Cincinnati, 
Ohio; and it agrees more nearly with the figures and description of that 
species given in the Palwontology of New York, than any of the known 
western forms. Consequently I have little doubt in regard to its being 
that species, although it differs, as will be seen by the foregoing descrip- 
tion, and the accompanying figures and diagram, in some of the details 
from the illustrations and description given in the New York report. 
For instance, the enlarged diagram showing the anatomy of LH. simplez, 
given in the New York Palmontology, vol. 1, pl. 76, fig. 2d, is drawn as 
if there were no anal pieces whatever (which are, as already stated, now 
known to exist in all the species of the genus), nor is any truncation of 
the upper left angle of the second piece in the right posterior lateral ray, 
or of the right of the left, represented there, for the reception of the first 
anal piece. The arm-picces are also represented in that diagram as being 
decidedly wider than long, and each of equal length at each end; while 
in our specimens they are as long as wide (excepting in a variety to be 
mentioned farther on, differing in other respects), and more or less wedge- 
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shaped, or longer on one side than the other, in all the varieties I have 
seen. The genus is also described in the New York report as having the 
arms “not tenlaculated.” Our specimens of this, and some other species, 
show that the arms are provided with pinnuls, or so-called tentacula. 

Among the specimens before me from Cincinnati, that I am inclined to 
refer to this species, there are individuals showing some rather marked va- 
rieties in the details of structure, that may possibly hereafter be found to 
belong to more than one species. Inaddition to those presenting the char- 
acters given above, there is one agreeing in all other respects (see plate 1, 
fig. 6 a, b), that has the last piece of each of the radial series a little con- 
stricted on each side, and slightly prominent, or protruding at the mesial 
superior angle; while its lower arm-piece fur several ranges up, are pro- 
portionally longer than in the specimen described, and somewhat con- 
stricted at each alternate suture between them, so that they are joined 
together by twos in such a manner that each two pieces (that is, the one 
above and that below each constriction) present together some approach 
to an hour-glass form. Another specimen (fig. 5 a, b, of same plate) 
agreeing exactly in the form and structure of the body, free rays, and 
arms, up to the third or fourth arm-pieces, with the usual characters of 
the species; while above this its arms suddenly diminish materially in 
size, and present the appearance of a new growth of arms that had been 
broken away during the life of the animal. This may be a normal form 
or condition of the arms, but I am disposed to view it as the result of 
some accident, and a subsequent restoration of lost parts, such as not un- 
frequently occurs in the lower types of animals. 

Another individual (fig. 7 a, 6, c. of pl. 1), much larger and more robust 
than the usual size and appearance of the species, but agreeing in all 
other respects, has the arm-pieces proportionally decidedly shorter than 
in the smaller average sized specimens, particularly above the middle of 
the arms, where even at the longer end, the length of these pieces is less 
than half the breadth. They are all distinctly cuneiform, but they do 
not have the individual shorter and longer ends regularly alternating on 
opposite sides of the arms, there being generally two pieces lying together 
with the longer ends on one side, and then two with them on the other 
side, the upper one of each pair supporting a pinnule at its longer end, 
thus giving an alternating arrangement of the pinnules, of one to every 
third piece along the opposite inner sides of the arms. This is, I believe, 
the usual arrangement in the smaller individuals; but in those, as 
already stated, the arm-pieces are proportionally longer and less distinctly 
wedge-shaped, which causes the pinnules to be less closely arranged. 

This large individual agrees almost exactly in size, form and general 
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appearance with H. Canadensis, of Billings (Decade IV, Canadian Org. 
Remains, p. 48, pl. iv, fig. 5 a-5 d, which is regarded by some as a variety 
of HP? simplex), excepting in its decidedly shorter and cuneiform arm- 
pieces, there being 12 of these pieces at a point a little above the middle 
of the arms, in a length of 0.25 inch; while only 5 or 6 pieces can be 
counted in the same space in Mr. Billings’ figures. 

This large individual, I suspect, may belong to a distinct species from 
the others, but I prefer to place it, for the present, as a variety of the 
same, because in this genus the arm-pieces seem to be subject to more or 
less variation. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Mr. Dyer’s and Dr. C. A. Miller’s collections. Tuose in Dr. Miller’s collection came 
from the lower part of the series. The large specimen was sent by Mr. S. A. Miller 
to the Smithsonian Institution, from a position in the same series, 380 feet above low 
water mark of the Ohio at Cincinnati; though I am informed by Mr. Miller that the 
same occurs lower in the series there. 


HETEROCRINUS JUVENIS, Hall. 


Plate 1, figs 3 a, b, c. 





Heterocrinus jurenis, Hall, ; Descriptions of New Species of Palseozoic Crinoids, 
etc., p. 4, dated Nov., 1866; and (1872) illustrations of a re-issue of same, pl. 1, figs. 
9 and 10. 


Body very small, less than once and a half as long as wide, with 
breadth nearly the same above and below, being slightly constricted 
above at the point where the rays become free; somewhat pentalobate, 
as seen from below, in consequence of each radial series being convex, 
and the vertical sutures between them a little excavated. Sub-basal 
pieces minute or only appearing, externally, as sub-trigonal points at 

the lower ends of the sutures between the basal pieces, which are com- 
paratively rather large, a little wider than high, with a general pen- 
tagonal outline, their lower lateral angles being minutely truncated. 
First radials in the anterior ray a little longer than wide, and support- 
ing another shorter piece above, that tapers upward and seems to be in- 
cluded as a part of the walls of the body; and upon this rest, in direct 
succession, three other pieces, that are wider than long, and appear to 
be free, the third one being axillary, and supportingtwoarms. Anterior 
lateral rays with first piece a little wider than long, and supporting in di- 
rect succession two other shorter pieces, apparently belonging to the body; 
while above these there are three still shorter, apparently free pieces, 
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the last one of which is axillary, and supports two arms. First radial of 
the left posterior ray, usually a little longer than wide, irregularly hex- 
agonal, or sub-heptagonal in form, and supporting a smaller upward 
tapering piece above, also apparently belonging to the body series; 
other parts of this ray unknown. Right posterior ray, with first piece 
about as long as wide, and pentagonal in form, while it supports, above, 
a slightly smaller pentagonal body piece, the left superior sloping side of 
which connects with the first anal, while its right slightly sloping 
upper side, supports a third smaller radial; which is as far as the parts 
of this ray can be made out in the specimens studied. 

First anal piece (see a, of fig. 1 d, pl. 1) resting as usual on the left 
sloping side of the second radial of the right posterior ray, and partly 
upon a short sloping side of the first radial of the left posterior ray, ir- 
regularly pentagonal in form, and bearing above, in direct succession, 
two other smaller pieces that taper rapidly upward. Surface smooth, or 
obscurely granulated. 

Arms ten, rather short and small; above their origin on the last of 
the primary radial series, rounded and composed of pieces nearly or 
quite as long as wide, every fourth or fifth one of which gives off (at least 
on the interradial side) an armlet or branch about half as large as the 
main arm above; armlets diverging little from the main arms, and com- 
posed of pieces that are longer than wide. 

Column proportionally very large, or equaling the diameter of the 
widest part of the body, sub-pentagonal in form, and composed of mod- 
erately thin discs, between each two of which are intercalated, for some 
distance below the body, five small pieces, ranging exactly on lines with, 
and corresponding in size and form to, the sub-basal pieces at the con- 
nection of the body with the column; farther down these intercalated 
pieces seem to coalesce and form discs like the others. | 

Length of body, 0.19 inch; breadth, about 0.17 inch; length of body 
and free rays to first bifurcation or arm bases, 0.30 inch; length of arms, 
0.40 inch; breadth of column, about 0.16 inch. 

This species is perhaps most nearly allied, in some respects, to the Cin- 
cinnati form usually referred to H. heterodactylus, but differs materially 
in the structure of its arms, which are shorter, and do not regularly 
divide into equal branches, but merely give off a few lateral armlets, so 
much smaller than the arms themselves as to present somewhat the 
character of stout pinnules. The form of its body is also different, not 
tapering downward to the column, which is likewise very much stouter 
than that of H. heterodactylus. The proportionally very large size of its 
column, and the smallness of its body and arms, give it a very curious 
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appearance, so unusual, indeed, that at a first glance the body and arms 
scarcely attract attention at the end of the column. 

I am indebted for the use of the specimens of this species figured to 
J. Kelley O’Neall, Esq., of Lebanon, Ohio. 


Locality and position: Upper part of the Cinc:nnati group, near Lebanon, Ohio. 


HETEROCRINUS HETERODACTYLUS, Hall ? 
Plate 1, figs. 1 a, b (and 2 a, b?). 


Heterocrinus heterodactylus Hall, 1847; Palreontol., New York, vol. 1, p. 279, pl. 76, 
figs. 1 a, tolo. 

Body small, nearly as wide as long, tapering a little from above. Sub- 
basal pieces minute, only appearing as little rudimentary sections of the 
last joint of the column at the lower ends of the sutures between the 
next range of plates. Basal pieces, composing nearly one-third the height 
of the body, a little wider than long, with a general pentagonal outline, 
but having the two inferior lateral angles sometimes very slightly trun- 
cated by the minute sub-basals. First and. second radial pieces of the 
right posterior lateral ray, larger than the basals, both pentagonal, and 
somewhat round on the dorsal side; the first one slightly longer than 
wide, and the second wider than long, and supporting on its left supe- 
rior sloping side, the first anal piece, while on its right it bears, in direct 
. succession, four rather decidedly smaller primary radials, that are nar- 
rowed and rounded so as to assume the character and appearance of free 
arm-pieces; on the last of these, the first bifurcation of this ray takes 
place, and both divisions can be seen to subdivide two or three times 
again, at intervals of about five of the pieces, which are slender, round- 
ed, and about two and a half times as long as wide. First radial of the 
right anterior lateral ray, comparatively rather larger, longer than wide, 
pentagonal in form, rounded on the outer side, and supporting in direct 
succession above, four smaller, rounded primary radials, all of which, 
excepting perhaps sometimes the first, presenting the appearance of arm- 
pieces; on the last of these the first bifurcation of this ray takes place, 
and of these divisions, the left one can be seen in the specimen to divide 
again on the fifth piece, and its right subdivision again on the fifth; all 
the segments or joints of the arms being long and slender like those of 
the posterior ray. First and second radials of the left posterior ray, 
comparatively large, the first pentagonal and the second quadrangular, 
and supporting in direct succession three decidedly smaller, rounded 
arm-like pieces, on the last of which there appears to be a bifurcation ; 
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and this is as far as the structure can be traced in this ray. (Other rays 
unknown.) 

First anal piece of moderate size, and resting like an arm base on the 
left sloping side of the second radial of the right posterior ray, while its 
left side connects with the second, and perhaps touches the third radial 
of the left posterior ray; second anal smaller than the first, tapering up- 
ward, and resting upon the first, with ite upper end passing obliquely 
inward between the arm-like radials further up, where it doubtless joins 
others forming the base of the ventral prolongation. 

Column comparatively rather large and strong, somewhat distinctly 
pentagonal near the body, with more or less rounded angles, and com- 
posed of alternately thicker and thinner pieces; the latter not forming 
continuous discs, but consisting each of five minute sections, disconnected 
from each other, and ranged as minute transverse nodes coincident with 
the five angles of the column, and with the minute pieces at the connec- 
tion of the latter with the body, that are described above as sub-basals. 
Farther down the column gradually becomes nearly cylindrical, and the 
little intercalated pieces more and more devcloped, until they coalesce, 
and form complete discs, scarcely distinguishable from the others. 

Length of body, 0.17 inch; breadth, about 0.14 inch; length of arms, 
including the free primary radials, about 0.50 inch ; diameter of column 
near the base, 0.06 inch. 

This is the western form that has always been referred to H. heterodac- 
fylus, of Hall; but as the original typical specimen of that species did 
not show whether or not its arms bifurcate above the division on the last 
primary radial, and there seem to be some slight differences in the details 
of its structure*, its identity with that species can scarcely be regarded 
as established beyond doubt. The specimen studied, was found by Dr. 
C. A. Miller, of Cincinnati, in the lower beds of the Cincinnati group at 
that city. It is represented by our figures 1 a, 6, of plate 1, and shows 
only the posterior side of the body and column, and the arms of the same 
side. 

I also have before me another specimen belonging to Mr. Dyer’s collec- 
tion, agreeing in size, form and general appearance with that described 
above, and yet presenting some rather marked differences in the details 
of its structure; particularly of the parts above the body. It also shows 
only the posterior side, with the left anterior lateral ray. In the first 


*Its left posterior ray bifurcates on the fifth piece, while Prof Hall’s figure, ld, 
shows eight pieces in direct succession in this ray, without any bifurcation, at least 
that far up. 
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place, all of its arm-pieces, and free primary radials, are proportionally 
decidedly shorter, broader, and less rounded; while in its right posterior 
ray, it has eight pieces below the first bifurcation, instead of only six, the 
upper five being much shorter than wide. The difference in the length 
of the arm-pieces, and in the breadth of the arms, give this specimen 
quite a different appearance, as seen under a magnifier, and it is there- 
fore possible that if we could make a critical comparison of all parts of 
the two, other corresponding differences might be apparent. If so, and 
these differences should be thought of sufficient importance to entitle this 
form to rank as a distinct species or variety, I would propose to designate 
it by the name propinguus, from its close general resemblance to the one 
I have regarded as H. heterodactylus. Our figures 2 a, 6, of plate 1, repre- 
sent this form. 


Locality and position: As already stated, Dr. Miller’s specimen of the form first 
above described, came from the lower part of the Cincinnati group; and the one last 
above mentioned, was found by Mr. Dyer in the middle part of the same series at 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 


HETEROCRINUS LAXUS, Hall. 
Pl. 1, figs. 8, a, b. 


Heterocrinus larus, Hall, 1872; Pl. 1, fig. 15, accompanying a re-issue of a paper of his, 
date 1866, in which this species is not described. 


Body small, somewhat higher than wide, obconoidal, but a little exca- 
vated between the radial series of piece, so as to present a sub- pentag- 
onal appearance below. Radial pieces five or six to each ray, not differ- 
ing materially in form or size, excepting that the first piece in the 
anterior, right anterior lateral, and left posterior rays, are larger than 
the others, and longer than wide; in the right posterior, and the left 
anterior lateral ray, three, and in the others two, of these pieces are in- 
cluded as parts of the walls of the body; the others above these being 
free, rounded, and separated from those below by a constriction. Anal 
pieces having the usual arrangement of the genus, that is, the first rest- 
ing between the sloping, superior lateral sides of the first piéce of the left 
posterior ray, and the second of the right, and supporting two or more 
smaller pieces in direct succession above. 

Arms long, slender, rounded, flexuous, composed of pieces about as long 
as wide, without being distinctly wedge-formed, though about every 
fourth one is somewhat larger than the others, and gives off a stout arm- 
let nearly half as thick as the main arms; armlets rounded, alternately 
arranged on each side of the main arms, and composed of joints that 
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appear to be nearly twice as jones as wide. Surface nearly smooth, or 
somewhat granular. 

Height of body, 0.28 inch; breadth, 0.15 inch; breadth of base, 0.10 
inch ; thickness of arms at their bases, 0.05 inch; length unknown. 


The above description, and our figure and diagram, were made out 
from the original typical specimen, loaned for that purpose by Mr. Dyer. 
It does not retain the column, but from the pentagonal outline of the 
base, it is very probable that the column is distinctly pentagonal at its 
upper end; and it must also be comparatively rather slender. 

This species seems to be most nearly related to the form I have referred 
doubtfully to H. heterodactylus ; but it differs in having its body proportion- 
ally longer, and more angular, its basal and arm-pieces shorter; while 
the armlets, or lateral divisions of its arms, are given off at shorter inter- 
vals, and its arms proportionally stouter. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian; Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


HETEROCRINUS [Iocrixus] suscrassus, M. and W. 
Plate 1, figs. 9, b. 


Heterocrinus subcrassus, Meek and Worthen, 1865; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., 
p- 148; Illinois Geological Report, Vol. III., p. 325, pl. 4, fig. 5 a, b, c, 1868. 

Heterocrinus? (locrinus) polyxo, Hall, ; Descr. New Species Crinoidea and other 
fossils, page 5, dated Nov., 1866; also (1872) in re-issue of same, pl. 1, figs. 1 to 4. 

Heterocrinus (Ivcrinus) suberassus, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 310. 





Body presenting the form of a short truncated and inverted pentagonal 
pyramid, with the five sides deeply concave, excepting at the top, where 
the breadth is nearly double the height; thence tapering abruptly to the 
stout column below. Sub-basal pieces undeveloped. Basal pieces, of 
moderate size, about twice as wide as high, pentagonal in form, the supe- 
rior sloping margins and lower side being comparatively long, and the 
lateral very short; all deeply concave up the middle of the outer surface, 
and very prominent on each side. First radial pieces comparatively 
large and strong, wider than high, pentagonal in form, and truncated 
nearly their entire breadth above, for the reception of the succeeding 
pieces; each very profoundly excavated on their external surface, at the 
inferior lateral angles, so as to leave all the central region standing out 
in the form of a very prominent vertical ridge, coincident with that 
formed by the prominent lateral margins of the basals; while a some- 
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what similar, but less prominent ridge, extends horizontally across the 
upper margins on each side, so as to connect with each other on each 
two contiguous plates. 

Right posterior ray, with the second piece a little larger than those 
of the other rays, twice as wide as long, irregularly quadrangular, or 
sub-pentagonal in form, with the upper two sides sloping so as to give it 
the appearance of an axillary piece, but the left, shorter sloping side, merely 
supports the first anal piece; while from the right continue the succeed- 
ing true radials, of which there are three short, smaller pieces in direct 
succession, the third one being axillary and supporting the first free 
divisions of the arms. Other rays, bifurcating on the third, fourth or 
fifth of the free radials, which are smaller than the first, scarcely half as 
long as wide, and rounded on the outer side. Arms rather long, gradually 
and regularly tapering; bifurcating three to four times or oftener, above 
the first division of the rays on the last primary radial. Arm-pieces, like 
the free radials, all projecting at the upper edge, so as to present a kind 
of upward imbricating, or roughened appearance. 

Anal series, consisting of a direct vertical range of pieces, that are very 
convex and rounded on the outer side, and rise from the left sloping side 
of the second radial of the right posterior lateral ray, so as to present 
much the appearance of an arm, or branch of this ray, but connecting 
on each side with others forming the lower part of the ventral prolonga- 
tion. Surface smooth. 

Column stout, distinctly pentagonal, the angles coinciding with those 
of the body ; composed near the body, of alternately thicker and thinner 
pieces. 

Height of body, 0.15 inch; breadth of same at top, 0.31 inch; thick- 
ness of column at its connection with the base, 0.17 inch; length of arms 
above the first divisions of the rays, about 1.60 inches; thickness of same 
just above the last primary radial, 0.08 inch. 


This species is most nearly related to H. crassus, Meek and Worthen, 
from the same horizon in Illinois; but differs in being smaller, less 
robust, and particularly in the slenderness and peculiar roughened ap- 
pearance of its arms. This latter character is produced by the slight 
projection of the arm and free radial pieces, on their upper margins, be- 
yond the lower margin of each succeeding piece above. 

In the right posterior ray not only the first and second radial pieces 
are included as a part of the walls of the body, but two, if not all three of 
the smaller succeeding primary radials, seem also to connect laterally 
with the pieces forming the lower part of the ventral prolongation. 
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In first describing this species, Mr. Worthen and the writer mentioned 
the anal series doubtfully, as a branch of one of the rays, though we at 
the same time explained, in a foot note, in describing the closely allied 
species, H. crassus, that these may be properly anal pieces, and not an 
arm or division of this ray. In re-describing these forms in the fourth 
volume of the Illinois Report, however, we distinctly pointed out that 
these pieces belong to the anal series. 

In describing this species under the name Heterocrinus ? (Jocrinus) 
polyxo, Prof. Hall evidently confounds these anal plates with a division 
of the arms or rays, as he distinctly states that “no anal plates have yet 
been observed in any of the individuals examined ;” while he farther on 
adds that “the first division of the arms takes place on the second radial 
plate in one ray.” He placed the species doubtfully in Heterocrinus, 
under a sub-genus, Jocrinus. The differences in its general physiognomy, 
and in the number and proportional size and form of the primary radials 
included as a part of the walls of the body, may render this distinction 
desirable. 


Locality and position: Upper part of the Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at 
Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. J. Kelley O’Neall’s collection. 


Genus ANOMALOCRINUS, Meek and Worthen, 1868. 
(Illinois Geol. Report, Vol. III., p. 327.) 


ANOMALOCRINUS INCURVUS, M. and W. 
Pi. 2, figs. 6 a, 6, ¢, d, ef. 


Heterocrinus? (Anomalocrinus) incurvus, Meek and Worthen, 1865; Proceed. Acad 
N. S., Philad., p. 148, Aug., 1865. 

Hybocrinus ? (Anomalocrinus) incurvus, Meek and Worthen, 1868; Illinois Geological 
Report, Vol. III., p. 327, pl. 4, fig. 3 a, b. 

Alarocrinus caponifornis, Lyon, 1869; Trans. Am. Philos. Roc, Vol. XIIL, p. 464, pl. 
xxvii., fig. 0,01,02,and O3. 


Body depressed sub-globose, expanding very rapidly from the base to 
the summit of the first and second radials, where it is about twice as 
wide as high. Basal pieces wider than long, and pentagonal in form, 
with the superior sloping sides and basal margin longer than the lateral.* 
Three of the rays with the first radial pieces from three to five times as 
large as the basal pieces, wider than long, and, like the second pieces in 


* Between two of those on the anal side, a sixth smaller, probably abnormal, quad- 
rangular piece occurs in the specimen studied. 


2 
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the other rays, all very strongly incurved above, between the free ra- 
dials. Two of these pieces present an irregular octagonal general out- 
line on the outer side, and the third larger one in the left posterior ray, 
a general ten or eleven-sided outline; while in one of the specimens 
studied, this piece is abnormally split in two, by a vertical suture pass- 
ing up the middle, over the intercalated abnormal sixth basal piece; 
and in another specimen, not only this, but the second piece of the next 
ray to the left is also split in two. First radials in the other two rays, 
smaller than those of the three rays described, wider than long, pentag- 
onal in form, and each supporting, in direct succession above, a wider 
second radial of about the same length, that is also included as a part of 
the walls of the body, and show» a general hexagonal outline; these lat- 
ter two second radials, and the first three of the other rays, each pro- 
vided with a comparatively very small, nearly flat, outward sloping facet 
above, for the reception of the much smaller free radials, which are com- 
paratively very narrow, but generally as wide as long, or a little wider, 
distinctly rounded or arm-like, and number in direct succession, in the 
Yight posterior ray, four, in the left, one, in the right anterior-lateral, 
two, in the left, three, and in the anterior ray, two. Surface finely, or 
more or less coarsely granular, with sutures sometimes slightly furrowed. 

Arms distinctly diverging at their origin on the last of the small free 
primary radials, long, slender, and very irregularly bifurcating several 
times above; the divisions being often of unequal size, rounded and 
composed each of a single range of pieces that are as long as wide, or 
sometimes longer, more or less constricted around the middle, and bear 
stout pinnules. . 

Column stout, round, composed of very thin discs or segments, and, near 
the base, provided with a large pentagonal opening; segments having 
the appearance, when moistened and examined by a magnifier, of each . 
being composed of numerous little anchylosed spicula of irregular size 
and form.* 

Height of body, on the posterior side, 0 67 inch, and on the anterior, 
0.43 inch; greatest breadth, 0.92 inch; thickness of column at its con- 
nection with the body, 0.34 inch. | 

Although the specimen from which the original description of Atazo- 
crinus caponifornis of Lyon was drawn up, was larger than the type of 





* A root in Mr. Dyer’s collection, probably of this species, consists of a solid ex- 
pansion ncar an inch in diameter, with irregular margins. It has a short piece of the 
column attached, which rises abruptly from the expansion, and is composed of very 
thin anchylosed segments, showing this appearance of being each made up of numer- 
.ous little pieces, very clearly seen, when examined under a glass. See pl. B, fig. 6 d. 


f 
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Anomalocrinus incurvus, M. and W., I cannot doubt that the two proposed 
species are really the same crinoid. The specimens here under consid- 
eration agree well in size and other characters with that studied by Mr. 
Lyon, excepting in the abnormal presence of a sixth basal piece in one, 
and the division, vertically, of some of the large primary radials. As 
these characters, however, are not constant in the specimens, of course 
they cannot be of specific importance. The small intercalated sixth 
basal piece has, so far as I know, only been seen in the single specimen 
figured, there being no traces of it in others agreeing in all other re- 
spects; while still others, that agree equally well in all other characters, 
have none of the primary radials divided into two by a vertical suture. 

This division of some of the large primary radial pieces composing the 
body, is a very peculiar feature. These pieces are divided by a central 
suture, terminating above directly under the sinus for the reception of 
the first of the small free radials. Sometimes this suture passes di- 
rectly from the sinus above to the middle of the lower margin of the 
piece, and in other examples, very obliquely. I have never seen more 
than two pieces in any one specimen so divided, and it is probable that 
a majority of specimens have none of these pieces split in this way; 
which was the case with Mr. Lyon’s typical example, as well as with 
that studied by Mr. Worthen and the writer. 

In first describing the species founded upon the last mentioned speci- 
men, we place it doubtfully as a Heterocrinus, but stated that it differed 
from the typical form of that group, to such an extent, that, if we were 
sure the characters presented in the specimen were normal, we would be 
inclined to view it as the type of anew genus. At the same time we 
proposed to range it, provisionally, under a sub-generic name, Anomal- 
ocrinus. 

In re-describing it in the Illinois Report, we retained the name Anom- 
alocrinus, but placed it provisionally as a sub-genus under Hybocrinus of 
Billings. It seems to me now, after examining several fine specimens, 
to differ too much from both of the above named genera, as well as from 
all of the other established groups, to be ranged as a sub-genus under 
any of them. Mr. Lyon made it the type of a distinct genus Atazocrinus 
in 1869, and I would willingly retain his name, but for the fact that our 
name Anomalocrinus was published in 1865, and again in 1868; conse- 
quently the law of priority requires that it should be adopted. 

None of the specimens I have yet seen are in a condition to give any 
clue to the nature of the vault; but that figured by Mr. Lyon shows 
that it is not elevated or produced, as in Heterocrinus, but scarcely rises 
above the summit of the body; while in the structure and arrangement 
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of its body-plates, it differs, as stated above, from that genus, though 
related to it in some points of structure. 

Locality and position: Upper part of the Cincinnati group, at Cincinnati, Ohio. For 
the use of the fine specimen figured, we are under obligations to Dr. C. A. Miller, of Cin- 
cinnati. Other good examples were also loaned for study by Mr. Dyer, of the same 
city. 


Genus POTERIOCRINITES, Miller, 1821. 
(Nat. Hist. Crinoidea, p. 68.) 
SuUB-GENUS DENDROCRINUS, Hull, 1852. 


POTERIOCRINITES (DENDROCRINUS) CINCINNATIENSIS, Meek. 


Plate 3 bis, figs. 5 a, b. 


Poteriocrinites (Dendrocrinus) Cineinnatiensis, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Science, 

Philad., Feb’y, p. 312. 

Body of about medium size, obconic. or tapering to the column from 
above, nearly or quite as wide at the top of the first radials as the height 
to the same. Base forming a rather rapidly expanding cup, nearly 
twice as wide as high. Basal pieces of moderate size, wider than high, 
pentagonal in form, and each provided with a minute notch at the mid- 
dle of the under side, corresponding to a furrow extending up each side 
of the column. Sub-radial pieces about twice as large as the basals, as 
wide as long, or slightly wider, all hexugonal, excepting the one on the 
anal side, which is heptagonal, and a little larger than the others. 
First radial piece in the ray on the right of the anal series a little 
smaller than the sub-radials, and pentagonal in form; supporting on its 
upper truncated edge a rather shorter piece corresponding to the slightly 
larger first radials in the other rays, and like the latter, rounded on the 
outer side, with a pentagonal outline, and a somewhat narrowed facet 
above, for the reception of the first free radials. Succeeding or free 
radials, distinctly narrower than those forming a part of the walls of the 
body, rounded on the dorsal side, and, in the two posterior-lateral rays, 
all shorter than wide; while the fifth one in cach of these rays is an 
axillary piece, supporting two arms. (Other rays unknown.) 

First anal piece nearly as large as the sub-radial upon the upper side 
of which it rests; connecting on the left with the first radial piece, 
and on the right with the first and second radials; while it supports 
others above, forming the base of the ventral extension, which is com- 
posed of small pieces strengthened by radiating ribs. 

Arms of the two posterior rays rounded, composed of pieces slightly 
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wider than long. and a little projecting at their upper margins; each 
bifurcating at least twice (and perhaps oftener) at unequal distances 
above their origin on the last primary radials. 

Column of only moderate size, for an inch or so below the base, where 
it is very distinctly pentagonal, the angles being a little rounded, with 
a rather deep furrow between, on each side; composed of short pieces, 
which near the base seem to alternate with much thinner ones. 

Length of body to the top of first radials, 0.25 inch; breadth of same, 
0.23 inch ; thickness of column at its junction with the body, 0.07 inch 
breadth of free rays below the first bifurcation, 0.06 inch. 


So far as the specimens afford the meansof making a comparison, this 
species would seem to be nearly related to Poteriocrinus gracilis of Hall, 
described in the first volume of the Paleontology of New York, p. 84. His 
diagram and figure, however, do not show whether that species has two 
of the primary radials of the right posterior ray included as a part of the 
walls of the body, as in Dendrocrinus, or whether it has more properly 
the structure of Homocrinus. He represents the first anal piece, how- 
ever, proportionally much smaller than it is in our crinoid, while to the 
right of, and partly beneath, the anal piece, he shows in his diagram a 
small piece, that seems to occupy the position and relations to. other parts» 
of the sub-anal in true typical Potertocrinites.* His specimen had only a 
segment or two of the column attached, but an end view of it in his 
diagram represents it as being round, while in the form under considera- 
tion it is very distinctly pentagonal. As he does not say that it differs 
in the form of the colymn from his P. alternatus (which has a decidedly 
round column) in pointing out the distinctions between the two, I also 
infer that it is round in both. In addition to this, Poteriocrinites gracilis 
of Hall is stated by him to be found only at the base of the Trenton 
limestone ; while our crinoid is only known to occur in the middle or 
upper part of the Cincinnati group. From these facts, and the usual 


* Prof. Hall also ranges it under Poteriocrinus, in his corrected list of the New York 
fossils, published in 1859, after he had proposed the genera Homocrinus and Dendro- 
erinus, and included this form in the former group in 1852; from which we may infer 
that his type has more recently been found to possess the structure of typical Poterio- 
crinites. In that case, it would, of course, differ specifically from our crinoid: but if 
either a Poteriocrinies proper, or a Dendrocrinus (if we view the latter as only a sub- 
genus of Poteriocrinites, as Prof. Hall has since done in describing other species), then 
the name P. gracilis could not stand for the New York fossil, because Prof. McCoy had 
used that specific name for a species of this genus from the Carboniferous rocks, in 
184. For this reason, D’Orbigny proposed the name P. sub-gracilis for the New York 
species, which will have to be retained if it belongs to any mere section of that genus. 
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very restricted vertical range of the species of Crinoidea, I infer that our 
Cincinnati form is specifically distinct from the New York species. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati, Ohio, in the upper part of the Cincinnati group 
of the Lower Silurian. Mr. C. B. Dyer’s collection. 


POTERIOCRINUS (DENDROCRINUS) POLYDACTYLUS, Shu- 
mard (sp). 
Plate 3 bis, fig. 9. 


Homocrinus polydactylus, Shumard, 1867; Trans. Acad., St. Louis, vol. 1, p. 78, pl.1, 
fig. 6. 


An examination of good specimens of this species shows that it has 
the structure of the body seen in Dendrocrinus, and that it is related to 
D. Jewettii, of Billings, more nearly than to any of the other species 
known to the writer. Our fig. 9 of plate 3 bis, represents the posterior 
side of a good specimen of this species. 

This is a rather common species in the upper part of the Cincinnati 
group at Richmond, Indiana. | 


POTERIOCRINITES (DENDROCRINUS) PosTicus, Hall. 
Plate 3 bis, figs. 4 a, b, c. 


Poteriocrinus posticus, Hall, 1872; Plate 1, figs. 5 and 6, illustrating second edition of a 
paper bearing date of Oct., 1871, in which the species is not described. 


Body small, obconic, wider above than the height to the top of the first 
radials, from which point it tapers rather abruptly to the column below; 
basal pieces pentagonal, forming about one-fourth the height to the top 
of the first radials, and all a little wider than high; sub-radials two to 
three times as large as the basals, about as wide as long, all hexagonal, 
excepting one on the anal side, which is heptagonal, and somewhat 
larger than the others; first radials smaller than the sub-radials, with 
which they regularly alternate, and having a pentagonal general form, 
but sometimes with the superior lateral angles a little truncated, each, 
excepting in the right posterior ray, supporting, in direct succession, five 
other rather small radials, which are rounded so as to present an arm- 
like appearance, the last one bearing the first divisions of each ray; 
right posterior ray having six of these pieces above the first, the second 
piece being, as usual in the group, larger than those above, and corre- 
sponding to the first piece in the other rays, in being included as a part 
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of the walls of the body: one or two of the pieces farther up in this ray, 
as well as some of those of the other rays, are likewise included as parts 
of the walls of the ventral extension. 

First anal piece nearly or quite as large as the largest sub-radial upon 
which it rests, hexagonal in form, and connecting on the left with the 
first radial of that ray, and on the right with the first and second radial 
of the right posterior ray ; while it supports, in direct succession, two or 
three rows of small pieces above, that compose the posterior basal part 
of the ventral extension, and in part connect with the radial series on 
each side. A few small pieces are also seen between the other rays, and 
connecting with some of the lower radials on each side, so as to present 
the appearance of interradials, but they more properly belong to the ven- 
tral part. 

Ventral extension long, apparently cylindrical, and, as usual, com- 
posed of about eight vertical rows of alternating hexagonal pieces, with 
asmall ridge extending up the middle of each row, and numerous smaller 
transverse ridges between. 

Arms rounded, and, as in other species of the group, composed each of 
a single series of pieces nearly as long as wide; bifurcating once or 
oftener, above their origin on the last free radial pieces, the divisions 
being usually somewhat unequal in size. 

Column unknown; surface nearly smooth, or finely granular. 

Height of body to the top of the first radial pieces, 0.18 inch; breadth 
at the top of same, 0.24 inch ; breadth of base at its connection with the 
column, 0.09 inch. 


The specimens of this species from which the above description, and 
our figures on plate 3 bis, were prepared, are those upon which the 
species was originally founded. They do not retain any part of the col- 
umn, but from the rounded character of the base, it is probable that the 
column is round. 

It appears to be related to the last, but has decidedly shorter basal 
pieces, which show no traces of the indentations below, corresponding to 
the concave sides of the sharply pentagonal column, so characteristic of 
that species; while its arms are stouter, and composed of pieces that are 
not a little projecting at their upper and lower margins, as in that 
species. It seems to be even more nearly related to P. gracilis, Hall (not 
McCoy), than the last is, but has much shorter basal pieces, and a direct 
comparison of good specimens would doubtless show other well defined 
differences. It certainly presents one peculiarity, not yet known to occur 
in any other species of the group, unless it may be in the first of the 
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following species. That is, in having some of the primary radial pieces, 
above those forming the body, included as a part of the wulls of the 
ventral extension. From that species, however, it differs so widely in 
nearly all other respects as to render a comparison unnecessary. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


POTERIOCRINITES (DENDROCRINUS) DYERI, Meek. 
Plate 3 bis, figs. 3 a, b. 


Poteriocrinites (Dendrocrinus) Dyeri, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., 
Feb’y, p. 314. 


Body small, obconic, or tapering regularly to the column from above. 
Basal pieces longer than wide, the greatest breadth being across between 
the superior lateral angles; all pentagonal. Sub-radial pieces a little 
larger than the basals, longer than wide, and, excepting the one on the 
anal side (which is largest and heptagonal), allhexagonal. First radials 
of about the size of the sub-radials, but proportionally broader, being 
a little wider than long, with a general pentagonal outline, though all 
excepting the one on the right of the anal series, have the superior 
lateral angles a little truncated; while the second piece in that ray, 
which, as is usual in the group, corresponds to the first in the other rays, 
also has these angles truncated. Succeeding radials in all the rays much 
narrower, about as long as wide, or slightly longer, and numbering from 
five to six or seven pieces below the first bifurcation. Arms remarkably 
long and slender, laterally compressed, more or less angular on the dorsal 
side, and giving off alternately on opposite sides, at distant intervals 
above the first bifurcation of each ray, from three to four or more scarcely 
diverging divisions, that are slightly more slender than the main arms, 
from which they spring, and sometimes themselves bifurcating once or 
twice, and composed of pieces about as long as wide. 

First anal pieces nearly as large as one of the smaller sub-radials, rest- 
ing on the superior truncated edge of the largest heptagonal sub-radial, 
between the first radial on the left, and the first and second on the right; 
while it supports others above, that form the base of the ventral exten- 
sion. Interradial spaces with the lowest piece of the ventral part resting 
between the truncated superior-lateral angles of the first primary radials, 
"so as to appear like minute interradials. Surface without costs or sculp- 
turing of any kind. | 

Ventral extension very long, or nearly or quite equaling the length of 
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the arms, and as wide as the body below ; composed of the usual small 
hexagonal plates, apparently without coste, and separated by puncturcd 
sutures. Column slender, slightly tapering downward just below the 
base, near which it is more or less pentagonal, and composed of short 
alternately thicker, and exceedingly thin, segments. Farther down, it 
becomes nearly or quite cylindrical, and composed of more uniform, very 
short pieces, with a very small, nearly or quite round perforation. 
Length of body from the lower end of base to the top of first primary 
radials, 0.24 inch ; breadth of do., at top, 0.16 inch; length of rays from 
top of body to first bifurcation, 0.20 inch; length of arms above this 
bifurcation, 2.30 inches; diameter of column, 0.04 to 0.05 inch. 


This delicate little species seems to agree exactly in structure, as well 
as in physiognomy, with the genus Dendrocrinus, excepting that it 
appears to have the small pieces forming the lower part of its ventral 
extension above the first anal piece, and those seen in the interradial 
spaces above the large first radials that form a part of the walls of the 
body, connecting laterally with the succeeding smaller radials nearly up 
to the first bifurcation. This arrangement, if it really exists, would 
make these smaller primary radials above the body proper, as it were, a 
part of the walls of the ventral extension, so that the rays would only 
become free near the first bifurcation. The specimens seen are not quite 
in a condition to remove all doubts on this point, but in some conditions 
these little pieces between the rays give that part of the fossil somewhat 
the appearance of a Glyptocrinus. The presence of well developed sub- 
radjals, and a long ventral extension of the body, exclude it, however, at 
once, from that genus (to say nothing of other differences), as well as 
from Mariacrinus, from which latter it also differs materially in the 
structure of its arms, and in other important characters. 

In general appearance, it seems to resemble most nearly Dendrocrinus 
acutidactylus, and D. gregarius of Billings. It differs from the first, how- 
ever, in having a more slender body, with proportionally longer arms, 
much less diverging at the bifurcations, as well as in having the two 
branches at each division unequal. From the latter species, it also 
differs in the nature of its arms, as well as in having its column composed 
of very short pieces, not presenting a bead-like appearance. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
where it occurs at the horizon of 100 feet below the tops of the hills. The Survey is 
under obligations to Mr. C. B. Dyer, of Cincinnati, for the use of the only known 
specimens of this species. 


26 PALZONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 
\ 
POTERIOCRINITES (DENDROCRINUS) CADUCEUS, Hall. 
Plate 3 bis., fig. 1 a, 6, c, d. 


Poteriocrinus (Dendrocrinus) caduceus, Hall, ; Descrip. New Sp. Crinoidea, etc., 


p. 3, dated Nov., 1866; also (1872) illustrations of new issue of same, pl. 1, figs. 
7 and 8. 





Body obconic being alittle higher than the breadth at the top of the 
first radial pieces, which are more or less prominent and rounded on the 
outer side above, owing to the excavation of the interradial spaces ; 
tapering regularly from above to the rather small column. Base wider 
than high, and forming nearly one-third the height of the body; basal 
pieces longer than wide, pentagonal, with the superior sloping sides each 
about equaling the length of the lower side, and shorter than the lateral 
margins. Sub-radial pieces three or four times as large as the basals, 
longer than wide, and all hexagonal, excepting one on the anal side, which 
is heptagonal. First radials somewhat shorter than the sub-radials, 
but of near the same breadth, pentagonal in form, and all (excepting 
that of the right posterior ray) more or less deeply excavated above for 
the articulation of. the first of the succeeding free radials ; first and second 
pieces of the right posterior ray smaller than the first in the other rays, 
a little wider than long, the upper one, which corresponds to the first 
piece in each of the other rays, being quadrangular, with the upper side 
wider, and generally merely truncated above for the reception of the first 
of the smaller fine radial. 

Free radial pieces decidedly smaller than those included as a part of 
the body, being much narrower than the latter, and scarcely more than 
half as long as wide; all rounded on the dorsal side. First bifurcations 
of the rays at somewhat variable distances abave the body; generally on 
the sixth free piece, but sometimes farther up, or on the seventh, or even 
on the eleventh, in the left posterior ray. 

Arms bifurcating several times above the first division on the last free 
primary radials, the divisions being sometimes unequal in size, and 
becoming much attenuated, the smaller divisions being composed of pro- 
portionally longer joints. 

First anal piece shorter than the sub-radial on which it rests, but of 
about the same breadth, hexagonal in form, and supporting a direct series 
of hexagonal pieces above, that connect with others on each side, forming 
the lower part of the ventral prolongation. 

Surface of body nearly smooth, excepting broad, very obscure ridges, 
radiating from the central regions to the sides of each plate, to meet 
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others on the adjacent plates; thus leaving a vertically elongated, rhombic, 
shallow excavation between, and partly upon, the lateral margins of each 
two contiguous sub-radials, across each of which excavations three 
smaller, very faintly defined ridges or cost may be seen passing hori- 
zontally near the edges of these plates. Similar, but proportionally 
smaller excavations (without the transverse ridges), are also seen between 
the basal pieces ; and a trigonal one at the meeting of the mesial superior 
angle of each sub-radial and the inferior lateral angles of the first radials. 

Column comparatively small, sub-pentagonal or nearly round; and 
near the base composed of alternately thicker and thinner segments, 
that show indications of division into five parts by longitudinal sutures. 

Length of body to top of radials, 0.35 inch; breadth at same point, 0.34 
inch ; length of arms from the first divisions of the ravs to the extreme 
ends of some of their smallest sub-divisions, sometimes 2.40 inches or 
more. 

Of this fine species, I have for study nine examples of the body, with 
more or less of the arms and column attached to each, all from the same 
locality and position as the original typical specimen. These are gener- 
ally in a good state of preservation, and, taken together, give a fine 
opportunity to work out nearly the entire structure. They show that its 
arms each bifurcate several times, the divisions (above the first bifurcation) 
being generally unequal, the smaller one becoming very attenuated, but 
usually, like the larger, bifurcating two or three times. Prof. Hall de- 
scribes the arm-pieces as having their “ upper lateral margins somewhat 
projecting for the attachment of tentacula.” The specimens under con- 
sideration show this slight projection of the superior lateral margins of 
the arm-pieces; but I have been unable to see any traces of tentacula 
(pinnule) in connection or association with any of them, though detached 
pieces of the very attenuated sub-divisions of the arms themselves, as 
seen lying in the matrix, might be readily mistaken for such. His state- 
ment that the arms or rays bifurcate first on the sixth piece above the 
first radial plate, although agreeing with the general structure of our 
specimens, is not strictly correct with regard to all of the rays of all the 
specimens, the left posterior lateral ray in one case showing, as stated in 
the description, seven of these pieces, and another eleven, below the first 
division. 

None of the specimens examined show the ventral prolongation, but 
it is doubtless much produced as in other species of the group. 


Locality and position: Upper part of Cincinnati group, of the Lower Silurian, near 
Lebanon, Ohio. For the use of the specimens from which our description and figures 
were made out, I am under obligations to J. Kelley O’Neall, Esq., of Lebanon, Ohio. 
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POTERIOCRINITES (DENDROCRINUS) CasEI, Meek. 
Plate 3 bis., fig. 2 a, b, c. 


A Pentacrinite, Christy, 1848; Letters on Geology, plate II. (without a description or 
specific name. ) . 

Dendrocrinus Casei, Meek, 1871; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. II. (3d ser.), p. 295; issued 
Sept. 29th, for October, 1871. 


Column very distinctıy pentagonal, the angles at the connection with 
the body being continuous, with strong ridges passing up the sutures 
between the basal pieces and to the middle of the sub-radials. Body 
having the form of an inverted pentagonal pyramid, a little wider above 
than its height. Base wider than high, strongly pentagonal, being 
deeply excavated up the middle of each piece, and very prominent at the 
lateral sutures; basal pieces wider than high, pentagonal in form, with 
the mesial angle above salient, and the superior lateral sloping sides 
‚much longer than the lateral margins. Sub-radial pieces of moderate 
size, four hexagonal and one heptagonal, all very convex in the middle, 
from which point they each send one strongly elevated ridge to each side 
to meet others on each of the surrounding plates, and one to the mesial 
angle below to another coming up the sutures between the basals; while 
on each side of these ridges, excepting sometimes those passing to the 
first radial pieces above, there is usually a smaller, less elevated parallel 
ridge; the surface of the body being divided by these ridges into pro- 
foundly excavated triangular spaces, in the middle of which the corners 
of the body-plates meet. First radial pieces, excepting onc on the anal 
side, larger than the sub-radials, about as wide as high, with a general 
pentagonal outline, the upper side being longest and deeply excavated 
for the reception of the comparatively narrow free radials; one on the 
right of the anal series pentagonal, and supporting another radial above, 
that is included as a part of the walls of the body, and corresponding to 
the first piece in the other rays; all the first radials in four of the rays, 
and the second in the other, convex in the middle, and sending a strong 
ridge to each of the contiguous body-plates below, while six or eight much 
smaller ridges pass horizontally across from one to another of each two 
contiguous plates of this range. Succeeding radials free, much narrower 
and assuming the character of arm-pieces; in the posterior rays the fifth 
piece above the body being axillary and supporting each two arms, which 
are long, rounded, and seen in one of the specimens to bifurcate at least 
twice above, where they become quite slender, and are composed of pieces 
that are longer than wide; anterior and anterior lateral rays, bifurcating 
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first on the sixth or seventh piece, which is as far as they can be traced 
in the specimen studied. 

Anal series with the first piece resting directly upon the upper trun- 
cated side of the heptagonal posterior sub-radial, hexagonal in form, and 
bearing in direct succession above a series of hexagonal pieces gradually 
diminishing in size; while alternating with these similar small hexag- 
onal pieces can be seen on each side of the mesial series, for some distance 
above the body between the free rays, and connecting with those of the 
ventral part. 

Ventral prolongation of the body more than five times as long as the 
body itself, and, as seen flattened, of greater breadth than the same; 
apparently equaling the entire length of the arms; as usual, composed 
of numerous small hexagonal, alternately interlocking pieces, of equal 
size, that are strengthened by little, transverse, or slightly oblique cost, 
so arranged as to present an ascending zig-zag appearance. 

Height of body to the top of the first radials, 0.39 inch ; greatest breadth 
at top of same, 0.32 inch ; length of incomplete ventral prolongation, 1.95 
inches; breadth of same as flattened near upper end, 0.65 inch; breadth 
of free rays below the first bifurcation, 0.12 inch. 


Although differing considerably in its physiognomy from the typical 
species on which the genus or sub-genus Dendrocrinus was founded, this 
crinoid agrees well in its fundamental points of structure with the same, 
and evidently belongs to the same group. In general appearance its 
body resembles that of Palzocrinus angulatus of Billings, but it differs in 
having the costs of its body-plates, in part, with each a smaller one on 
each side; and its column is very much more distinctly pentagonal. Of 
course it also differs in the generic character of having its ventral portion 
prolonged so as nearly or quite to equal the length of its arms, instead of 
scarcely rising above the horizon of the arm-bases, as in Palocrinus.* 

Since seeing a plaster cast (belonging to Mr. U. P. James, of Cincin- 
nati) of the crinoid figured by Mr. Christy in the paper cited at the head 
of this description, under the name Pentacrinites, I have no doubt that it 
is the same species here described; Mr. Christy’s figure being enlarged 
and inaccurate in some of the details of structure and ornamentation. 

The Dendrocrinus group agrees so nearly with Poteriocrinites in structure, 
that it ought probably not to be regarded as more than a sub-genus under 
the same. 


* Now, since the nature of the vault of Cyathocrinites is known (see Proceed. Acad. 
Nat. Sci., Philad., Dec., 1868, pp. 324 and 336), it seems to me that Palgocrinus can 
scarcely be retained as distinct from that genus. 
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The specific name of the form here described was given in honor of 
L. B. Case, Esq., of Richmond, Indiana, to whom I am indebted for the 
use of the first specimen of the species I have seen. I am also under 
obligations to Mr. C. B. Dyer, of Cincinnati, for the loan of two smaller 
specimens, one of which (see fig. 3c) shows the anal side,and more of 
the arms, than the larger one belonging to Mr. Case. 


Locality and position: Mr. Case’s specimen was found by him at Richmond, Indiana, 
in the upper part of the Cincinnati group of the Lowet Silurian; and those belonging 
to Mr. Dver came from the same horizon, between Cincinnati and Oxford, Ohid. 


Genus GLYPTOCRINUS, Hall, 1847. 
(Palseontology N. Y., Vol. 1, p. 281.) 


GLYPTOCRINUS DECADACTYLUS,* Hall. 
Plate 2, figs. 5 a, b. 


Fossil Encrinite, Anthony, 1839; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. XX XV., p. 405, with a 
wood cut. 

Glyptocrinus decadactylus, Hall, 1847 ; Paleont. N. Y., Vol. 1, p. 281, pl. LXXVIL., fig. 
1, a-f; and pl. LXXVIIL, fig. 1, a. 


Body obconoidal, with interradial and axillary areas a little flattened, 
so as to present a slightly pentagonal outline, as seen from below ; some- 
what higher than wide, and tapering to the column below. Sub-basal 
pieces undeveloped. Basal pieces small, pentagonal in form, wider at 
the top than high. First radial pieces larger than the basals, as wide 
as long, and heptagonal in form. Second radials a little smaller than 
the first, and hexagonal or heptagonal in outline; third radials of the 
same size as the second, heptagonal in outline, and each supporting on 
its upper sloping sides the secondary radials, of which there are two in 
direct succession in each division, that are nearly as large as the third 
primary radials; while on the second of these, another bifurcation takes 
place, giving origin to two series of brachial pieces, the first two or three 
of which are included as a part of the walls of the body, so as to present 
the appearance of tertiary radials, but there are no farther bifurcations, 
the free arms being directly continued from the last included brachial 
pieces, thus making four arms to each ray, or twenty to the entire series. 

Interradial series, consisting of one piece in the first range, resting 
between the superior sloping sides of the first primary radials; overeach 


*]t was an unfortunate misnomer to call this species decadactylus, as it has 20, in- 
tead of only 10 fingers, or arms, as they are now called. 
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of these, two occur in the second range, three in the third, und two or 
three in the fourth ; while above the latter ten or twelve smaller pieces 
may usually be counted in each area of adult specimens. Anal area 
occupied by about the same number. of pieces as the interradial, but with 
a somewhat different arrangement, there being above the first piece three 
in each range, those of the middle series resting each directly upon the 
upper truncated side of the next below, all the way up. Axillary areas 
each occupied by about three small pieces; while each interbrachial areu 
is also occupied by two or more very small pieces. 

Arms rising vertically from the last attached brachial pieces; long, 
slender, simple, rounded on the outer side, and composed each of a single 
series of very short wedge-formed pieces, each of which supports at its 
larger end a pinnule; pinnules alternately and very closely arranged 
along the inner lateral margins of the arms; very slender, and com posed 
of joints three or four times as long as wide. 

Surface elegantly ornamented, with radiating coste, of which those 
passing up the middle of the primary and secondary radials to the arm- 
bases, are a little larger and more prominent than the others, so as to 
form continuous narrow ridges ; while the others radiate from the center 
of each of the body-plates to each of its sides, where they connect with 
those on the contiguous plates, so as to divide the whole surface into 
numerous triangular impressed areas.* Vault depressed to the horizon 
of arm bases, and composed of numerous, very small, generally hexagonal 
pieces, that are nearly flat, or sometimes rise into little node-like prom- 
inences in the middle. 

Column of moderate size, and, near the base, round, and composed of 
alternately thicker and thinner pieces, the former of which are also a 
little wider, so as to project somewhat beyond the others; perforation 
distinctly pentagonal. 

Height of the body of a very large, fine specimen, 1.30 inches; breadth 
of same, about 0.95 inch; thickness of arms at their bases, 0.09 inch. 


This is one of the most common and beautiful crinoids of the Cincin- 
nati rocks, and can be readily distinguished from all the other known 
species by the form and structure of its body. In its ornamentation it 
resembles G. Dyeri, but it differs materially from that species, not only 
in its more elongated obconical form, but in only having two, instead of 
nine or ten pieces in each division of the rays, between the first bifurca- 
tion and the arm-bases, as well as in other details of structure. In gen- 


— Te EEE 





*In well preserved specimens, the costee sometimes become suddenly attenuated 
before meeting at the center of the plates. 
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eral form it is more like G. O’ Nealli, from which it may be at once dis- 
tinguished, by its less deeply excavated interradial and interbrachial 
areas, which are also occupied by larger and much less numerous pieces. 
It also presents the important difference of having its secondary radials 
(and even.some of the lower brachial pieces) included as a part of the 
walls of the body, instead of becoming free between the first division 
and the arm-bases ; while the distinct radiating cost of its body-plates 
is another strongly marked distinction. 

Among all of the numerous fine specimens of this species I have seen 
from Cincinnati, I have not observed the undulating character of the 
sutures between the body-plates, represented by figure 1 e, pl. 77, of Prof. 
Hall’s illustrations in volume 1 of the New York Paleontology. 


Locality and position: Middle and upper part of Cincinnati group of the Lower 
Silurian, at Cincinnati, Ohio, and the surrounding country. It is also said to occur 
near the top of this series at Madison, Indiana, and Maysville, Kentucky, and frag- 
ments supposed to be of this species, have been found at near the same horizons in 
New York. 


GLYPTOCRINUS DyrRI, Meek. 
Plate 2, fig. a,b. 
Glyptocrinus Dyeri, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., Feb’y, p. 314. 


Body globular-subturbinate, being wider than high, with sides round- 
ing under to the base. Sub-basal pieces obsolete, or if present, not ex- 
posed externally. Basal pieces projecting as a thin rim below, very small, 
much wider than high, and presenting a trigonal general outline, though 
the lateral angles are doubtless minutely truncated. First radial pieces of 
moderate size, heptagonal in form, and wider than long; second and third 
a little smaller, the second being hexagonal, and the third pentagonal, and 
supporting on its superior sloping sides the first divisions of the rays. 
Secondary rays, or supraradial series, each composed of: from eight to 
eleven pieces, that rapidly diminish in size upward to the second bifur- 
cation, or commencement of the arms, just below which a few of the 
smaller pieces seem to be free and bear pinnule on their inner sides; 
farther down, the second and fourth supraradials of each ray give off 
alternately on each side small divisions, that do not become free, but 
are soldered into the interradial walls, though they can be traced to the 
summit of the body, where they merely give origin to pinnules. 

Anal area a little wider than the interradial areas. First anal plate 
of about the same size as the first radials, hexagonal in form, and sup- 
porting, in the next range, three pieces, arranged with the middle one 
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higher than the others; while above these, three smaller pieces can be 
seen disposed in the same way in the third range, and three to four or 
five in the fourth ; which is as far up as they can be traced. The middle 
plates of this series form a direct vertical row, that have a more or less 
prominent mesial rounded ridge extending all the way up from the middle 
of the lowest piece, of about the same size as those passing up the 
primary and secondary radial series; while the other plates on each side, 
and other parts of the lowest pieces, are ornamented with radiating 
costs of smaller size, like those on the interradial pieces. 

Interradial areas not excavated below, but becoming moderately con- 
cave above; first interradial pieces, of about the size of the second 
primary radials, hexagonal in form, and supporting two other somewhat 
smaller pieces in the next range, that bear between their superior, sloping 
sides a fourth smaller piece; while above these there are two pieces in 
the next range, that connect with the pieces of the little lateral divi- 
sions of the secondary radials, and perhaps with some other small inter- 
calated pieces filling the upper part of the interradial areas. 

Axillary areas flat, and each occupied below by a hexagonal or hep- 
tagonal piece of about the size of the second piece of each secondary 
radial; while the space above is occupied by several much smaller pieces. 

Arms, four to each ray, rounded on the dorsal side, slender, of moderate 
length, very gradually tapering, simple, and composed of very short, 
slightly wedge-formed pieces, each of which bears at its larger inner lateral 
end a pinnule; pinnules slender, rather closely arranged, deeply furrowed 
on their inner sides, and apparently composed of rather long joints. 

Surface of body-plates all ornamented with distinct radiating coste 
starting from the center of each piece, and passing one to each of its 
sides so as to connect with others on each contiguous piece; of these 
costs, those passing up the middle of each of the radial series are a little 
larger and more prominent than those of the interradial plates, while 
they bifurcate with the rays, so as to send a division up each of the sec- 
ondary radial series, toward the upper part of which they become more 
prominent and rounded, being there of about the size of the free arms. 
Column unknown. 

Height of body, 0.60 inch; breadth about 0.68 inch; length of arms, 
1.05 inch ; thickness of same, 0.05 inch; number of joints in a space of 
0.10 inch near the base, eight. 


This very beautiful species reminds one by its sculpturing of the com- 
mon typical species G. decadactylus, from which, however, it may be at 
once distinguished by its proportionally broader and shorter body, with 
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sides rounding regularly under to the column, instead of being obconical. 
It also has proportionally more slender arms, and differs materially in 
having, in each secondary radial series, from nine to eleven pieces, 
between the first bifurcation of each ray and the arm-bases, instead of 
only two. In the form of its body, it agrees more nearly with G. ornatus 
of Billings, but it differs materially from that species in having twenty 
arms instead of only ten, as well as in less important details. 

The specific name was given in honor of C. B. Dyer, Esq., of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, to whom I am indebted for the use of the very fine specimens 
figured, and from which the description was also made out. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian; about 100 feet 
below the tops of the hills, at Cincinnati, Ohio. 


GLYPTOCRINUS DYERI, Var. SUB-GLOBOSUS, Meek. 
Plate 2, fig. 2 ¢. 
Glyptocrinus Dyeri, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad. . 


There are in Mr. Dyer’s collection some specimens agreeing almost ex- 
actly in structure with Glyptocrinus Dyeri,; but differing in the form of 
the body, which is less rounded below, while their arms, and the ridges 
extending up the radial and anal series of plates, are decidedly stouter, 
and thus impart to these specimens a more robust appearance. They 
aiso have a much thicker column. In general appearance, this form 
stands, as it were, intermediate between G. Dyert and G. decadactylus. 
It differs, however, decidedly from the latter, and agrees with the former, 
in having ten to twelve secondary radials between the first bifurcation 
of each ray and the second division, instead of only two, as in G. 
decadactylus. 

It is quite possible that this may be a distinct species from @. Dyert, 
to which it is most nearly allied; but without having more specimens 
for comparison, I scarcely feel warranted in separating it more than as a 
variety.‘ 


Locality and position: Same as last. 


GLYPTOCRINUS NEALLI, Hall. 
Plate 2, fig. 3 a, b, c. 
Glyptocrinus Nealli, Hall, ——; Descriptions New Sp. Crinoidea, etc., p. 2, dated Albany, 
Nov., 1866; also 1872, illustrations new issue, pl. 1, figs. 18 and 19. 
Body obconoidal, somewhat wider above than the height, with the 
interradial and axillary spaces so deeply excavated as to impart a five- 
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angled appearance below, and a ten-angled outline above the first divisions 
of the rays. Sub-basal pieces well developed, so as to assume the charac- 
ter of basals, wider than long, and exposing merely a triangular, some- 
times slightly protuberant surface, with the lateral angles minutely | 
truncated. Basal pieces proportionally much larger, about as long as 
wide, and hexagonal in form. First and third radials of equal size, 
with a general pentagonal outline, about as wide as long, the first being 
wider below, and the latter above; second radials as long as the others, 
but narrower, and presenting a general oblong outline.* Secondary 
radials twelve to about sixteen in each series, four or five of the lower 
ones being larger, and proportionally longer, than those above (which 
are very short, free, and scarcely differ from the free arm-pieces); the 
second or third one having somewhat the character of an axillary piece, 
and giving off a small lateral division or series of pieces on the outer or 
interradial and anal sides, that do not become immediately free, but are 
soldered in with the interradials and anals to the top of the body, where 
they each merely give origin to a pinnule like those of the arms. 

Interradial areas occupied by numerous (70 to more than 100f) small 
pieces of very irregular size and form, and without any definite arrange- 
‘ment. Anal series less numerous (50 to 60), and still more unequal in 
size, the middle row being decidedly larger and more prominent than the 
others, so as to form a ridge up the middle of the anal area; while the 
other smaller and less prominent ones are crowded in irregularly on each 
side. Axillary areas each occupied by about fifty to sixty very small, 
irregularly arranged, unequal pieces. Vault composed of numerous 
minute pieces, generally of hexagonal form; highest on the anterior side, 
with a ridge radiating to each arm-base, and a corresponding sulcus 
between; opening minute, penetrating a small tubercle situated behind 
the middle, and directed backward. 

Arms twenty, long, slender, rounded, gradually tapering, and simple, 
above their origin on the last, free, secondary radials ; composed of very 
short, slightly wedge-formed pieces, each of which (like those of the 
smaller free primary radials below) supports a pinnule at its thicker end 
within. Pinnules long, rather stout, closely arranged, and composed of 
joints apparently three times as long as wide. 

Surface of body smooth, excepting strong ridges that start from the 
head of the column at the base of the sub-radials, on which they bifurcate 


*In one specimen this piece is abnormally wanting in one of the anterior lateral 
rays. 

+ The number of all these interradial and axillary pieces here given is greater than 
stated by Prof. Hall, but the specimens vary much in this respect. 
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and send a branch to each of the primary radial series, and on these they 
unite and ascend as five prominent ridges to the last piece of each of these 
series, where they bifurcate and send a branch up each secondary radial 
series. 

Column more or less distinctly pentagonal, and composed of alternating 
thin and somewhat thicker pieces. 

Height of body to the commencement of the first free primary radials, 
on the anterior side, 0.77 inch; breadth at same point, about 0.65 inch; 
thickness or breadth of free primary radials, 0.08 inch; do. of arms at 
base, 0.06 inch; length of arms unknown; thickness of column at base, 
0.13 inch. 


This is a very distinct species from all of those previously described. 
In the general form of its body it does not differ much from G. decadacty- 
lus, but it differs materially from that species in having its interradial, 
anal and axillary spaces deeply excavated and occupied by much more 
numerous, smaller, and non-costated plates. It likewise has a much 
larger number of secondary radials in each series, and seven or eight of | 
the upper ones in each free, and bearing pinnule like the arms, instead 
of having them all soldered as a part of the walls of the body, up to and* 
above the second bifurcation of the rays. 

The remarkable development of the sub-basal pieces of this crinoid, so 
as to give them the character of basals, and the great number and rudi- 
mentary character of the minute interradial pieces, are characters show- 
ing a decided approximation toward Reteocrinus of Billings, in which the 
interradial pieces are apparently entirely obsolete. 


Locality and position: Upper part of the Cincinnati group, near Lebanon, Ohio. I 
am under obligations to J. Kelley O’Neall, Esq., of Lebanon, for the use of the fine 
specimens of this species, from which the figures and description are given. 


GLYPTOCRINUS PARVUS, Hall. 
Plate 2, fig. + a, 6. 


Glyptocrinus parvus, Hall, 1872; Illustrations accompanying a re-issue of ‘‘ Descriptions 
of New Sp. Crinoidea,” etc., pl. I., fig. 17, without a description. 


Body small, obconoidal, with interradial spaces a little flattened. Sub- 
basal pieces undeveloped, or verysmall. True basals, comparatively large, 
with a general pentagonal outline. First radials a little larger than the 
basal pieces, and heptagonal in form; second and third a little smaller, the 
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former hexagonal, and the latter apparently pentagonal or hexagonal, 
and supporting on each of its superior, sloping sides, in direct succession, 
two rather large secondary radials, the upper of which are each axillary 
pieces, and bear two arms, that are apparently free from near their. bases. 

First interradials nearly as large as the first radials, hexagonal in form, 
and each bearing two pieces in the next range, above which there are 
two or three smaller pieces in each area. Anal area not exposed in the 
specimens studied. Axillary spaces apparently occupied by one or two 
small pieces. 

Arms twenty, slender, and near their bases composed of pieces that 
are nearly twice as long as wide, but which gradually become propor- 
tionally shorter and more wedge-formed farther up, so as to be about as 
long, at their longer ends, as their breadth; the larger ends being alter- 
nately on opposite sides, and bearing, along the inner margins, compara- 
tively rather stout pinnules. 

Surface of body scarcely costate, but with the primary and secondary 
radial pieces more prominent than the others, so as to form ridges. 
Column round at its connection with the base. Vault unknown. 


Ata first glance this species might be mistaken for a young G. decadacty- 
lus; but it differs from that species, not only in being much smaller, and 
in having a proportionally shorter body, but in having its arms appar- 
ently free from their origin on the last secondary radials. Its arm-pieces 
are also proportionally decidedly longer and its pinnules stouter and 
less closely set; while its body-plates want the distinct radiating costze 
of G. decadactylus. 

The only specimens of this species I have seen are somewhat crushed 
and distorted by accidental pressure, so that the characters given in the 
foregoing description may be found not to be exactly correct, in all the 
details, though they seem to be as given. 

Locality and position: Cincinnati group of Lower Silurian, at Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. 
Dyer’s collection. 


GLYPTOCRINUS BAERI, Meek. 
Plate 2, fig. 1 a, b. 
Glyptocrinus Baeri, Meek, 1872; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. III., (3d series), p. 260. 


Body of about medium size, globose-obconoidal. Sub-basal pieces ap- 
parently not developed, or very small. Basal pieces short and pentagonal. 
First primary radials of comparatively moderate size, presenting a general - 
heptagonal outline ; second a little narrower than the first, but of nearly 
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the same length, with a general quadrangular form ; third slightly larger 
than the second, and pentagonal in general form. Secondary radials 
consisting of about four pieces in succession on each upper sloping side 
of each third primary radial; the first two or three of each series only 
about one-third smaller than the second primary radials, while above 
these the succeeding pieces soon become much shorter free brachials. 
Interradial pieces numerous, small, of very unequal size, and without 
any regularity of arrangement. Anal series unknown, but probably 
consisting of a mesial series of hexagonal pieces resting one upon another, 
and many much smaller pieces irregularly arranged between these and 
the radials on each side. Axillary spaces each occupied by some six or 
more small pieces. 

Arms ten, rather long, simple, widest a little above their bases, and 
then gradually tapering to their ends; composed of very short pieces, 
so strongly cuneiform as to appear almost to taper to nothing alternately 
on opposite sides, while each supports a pinnule at its thicker end. Pin- 
nules very long, moderately stout, nearly in contact, and composed of 
pieces that are three to four times as long as wide. 

Surface of body-plates without costs or strise ; those of the primary and 
secondary radial series more prominent than the much smaller pieces 
filling the interradial and axillary spaces, and thus forming somewhat 
flattened ridges, more or less interrupted at the sutures, and abruptly 
beveled at the sides; interradial and axillary areas roughened by a minute 
projection on each of the little pieces filling the same. 

Column of moderate thickness, apparently nearly round, or perhaps 
sometimes sub-pentagonal near the- base, and composed of alternately 
thicker and thinner pieces, the former of which project a little beyond 
the others. 

The body of the only specimens of this species I have seen are too 
much distorted by pressure to afford very accurate measurements, but it 
seems to be about 0.45 inch in height, by a little less in breadth; while 
its arms measure 0.07 inch in breadth at the widest part, a little above 
the body, where about eight arm-pieces may be counted in a length of the 
same space. 

This species will be readily distinguished from all of the described 
forms of the genus resembling it in other respects, by having only ten 
simple arms, and by the large number and small size of its interradial 
pieces. In the latter character it resembles @. Neall: of Hall, from which, 
however, it differs very decidedly in almost every respect ; but more par- 
ticularly in having only ten, instead of twenty arms, which are also 
stouter. Its interradial and axillary spaces likewise differ materially in 


FOSSILS OF THE CINCINNATI GROUP. 39 


not being distinctly excavated, and in having each of the little pieces by 
which they are filled provided with a little projecting point. 

The specific name was given in honor of Dr. O. P. Baer, of Richmond, 
Indiana, to whom I am indebted for the use of the specimens from which 
the figures and description have been prepared. 


Locality and position: Upper part Cincinnati group of Lower Silurian, at Richmond, 
Indiana. 


CYSTOIDEA. 
Genus LEPOCRINITES, Conrad, 1810. 


(Ann. Report Palontol., N. Y., p. 207.) 
LEPOCRINITES Moore!I, Meek. 
Plate 3, fig. 4 a, b, c. 


Lepocrinites Moorei, Meek, 1871; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. II., p. 296, 3d series, 
(issued Sept. 29, for Oct., 1871.) 


Body obovate. Base forming nearly one-fourth the height of the body, 
with its four pieces each about as long as wide, and of nearly equal size ; 
three of these pieces being irregularly pentagonal in form, and one on 
the anal side hexagonal. Plates of the second range alternating with 
the basal pieces, excepting one on the anal side, which is longer than the 
others, cuneate-pentagonal in form, and resting on the upper slightly 
concave side of the hexagonal basal piece, while its narrow end extends 
up to the lower margin of the anal opening; succeeding piece on the left 
of that just described, of equal or slightly greater length, and heptagonal 
in outline, with one of its short upper sides forming a part of the margin 
of the anal opening ;* the other three pieces of this range are about as 
long as wide, two hexagonal, and one apparently heptagonal. Plates of 
the third range, of very unequal size and form, and all alternating with 
those of the second range, excepting one on the anal side, which rests on 
the short upper side of the largest heptagonal piece of the second range, 
forms a part of the margins of the anal opening, and also extends upward 
so as to compose a part of the upper side or vault of the body; two of the 
others have an oblong sub-hexagonal form, one a more regular hexagonal 


* This opening is often called the ovarian aperture; but this is against all analogy, if 
we can judge from the known method of reproduction in the existing Crinoidea. 
Differences of opinion also exist in regard to whether it was simply an anal opening, or 
both anal and oval. The former seenis to me to be the most probable. 
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outline, and the fifth, which is largest, a trapezoidal outline. Fourth 
range, although in part curved and extending downward so as to form 
a portion of the lateral walls, also extend upward and forming the top or 
vault of the body. 

Pectinated rhombs four, comparatively large, and, as usual, each com- 
posed of a pair of elongate-subtrigonal openings, protected each by fifteen to 
twenty little transverse bars. Lower rhomb at the base of the anterior side 
of the body, with its lower half near the margin of one of the basal pieces, 
and the other near the contiguous margin of one of the next range of 
pieces above. Two of the other three rhombs situated on the right side 
of the body, mainly above the middle, in such a manner that their longer 
diameters diverge upward at an angle of 45°, a half of each being placed, 
one near each of the lower sloping margins of a plate that extends up 
and forms a part of the vault, and the other two halves occupying the 
upper margins of each of the two contiguous plates of the third range 
just below. Fourth rhomb on the left side of the body, with its longer 
diameter ranging horizontally on a line with the anal opening, and so 
situated that its upper half is at the lower margin of a plate forming a 
part of the vault, and the other half near the upper margin of the third 
range just below. 

Arms five, recumbent, and very short, so as to be confined mainly to 
the top of the body, where they occupy very shallow, scarcely perceptible, 
smooth depressions in the surface of the vault plates; arranged, so that 
one extends backward and downward nearly to the anal opening, another 
to the two rhombs on the right side, a third to the right margin of the 
rhomb on the left, and two others diverge forward ; each provided with a 
distinct, slightly flexuous, ambulacral furrow, and composed of about ten 
alternating pieces, exclusive of an axillary piece between each two of 
of their inner ends. Pinnule unknown. 

Anal opening large, round, with beveled margins, and placed about 
one-third the length of the body below the summit of the posterior side ; 
valvular pieces by which it was protected, unknown, excepting two 
minute pieces, each provided with a minute central tubercle, seen 
adhering to its lower margin, that probably belonged to that series, the 
others having been accidentally removed. Other apertures unknown. 

Surface ornamented with small thread-like radiating costa, one of 
which, passing from the middle to each side of each plate, is usually 
slightly larger than the others between. 

Column round, at its connection with the base, comparatively large, 
composed of thin pieces, and provided with a large internal canal, but 
soon tapering to a smaller size, and composed of thicker segments below. 
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Height of body, 0.46 inch; breadth, about 0.36 inch; thickness of col- 
umn at its connection with the body, 0.14 inch; and ata little more 
than 0.50 inch below, scarcely 0.07 inch. 


This species seems to present essentially the characters of the genus 
Lepoerinites, excepting that it has four, instead of three pectinated 
rhombs, and five instead of four arms. Exactly how much importance 
should be attached to these differences, [am not fully prepared to decide, 
without specimens of several allied types at hand for comparison ; 
though I am scarcely inclined to think these characters, even if normal 
in the only specimen I have seen, of generic importance. Prof. Hall in- 
cludes under Lepocrinites, or Lepadocrinus, as he corrects the orthography 
of the name, Apiocystites of Forbes, and his own Callocystites, the first of 
which has four, and the latter five arms ; but each of these, as well as the 
original type, has only three rhombs or pairs of pectinated openings. 

Should the change in the orthography of the name of this genus be 
adopted, of course the name of the species here described would become 
Lepadocrinus Moore:. 

The specific name was given in honor of Prof. Joseph Moore, of Rich- 
mond, Indiana, to whom I am under obligations for the use of the only 
specimen of the species yet discovered. 

Locality and position: Upper part of the Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at 
Richmond, Indiana. 


Gesus ANOMALOCYSTITES, Hall, 1859. 
(Palentol. N. Y., Vol. III., p. 133.) 
ANOMALOCYSTITES (ÄTELEOCYSTITES?) BALANOIDES, Meek. 
Plate 3 bis, figs. 6 a, b, c. 


Anomalocystites ( Ateleocystites?) balanoides, Meek, 1872; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. 
III. (3d series), p. 423. 


The only snecimens of this fossil that I have seen are in a bad state 
of preservation, being distorted by pressure, and only consisting of the 
lower portions of the body, and some of the extremely thin segments of 
the thickened part of the column connecting with the base of the same. 
One side of the body was evidently flat, or a little concave, and the other 
convex; and the entire outline, as seen on either of its sides, was prob- 
ably oblong-suboval ; while the lateral margins are distinctly carinated, 
at least toward the lower part of the body. 
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On the flat or concave side, the middle two pieces are elongate cunei- 
form, being widest below, and tapering upward, the length of each piece 
being a little more than twice its greatest breadth below, where they are 
each truncated obliquely upward and inward, with concave margins, to 
form a very profound, rounded sinus, for the reception of the large upper 
end of the column. The marginal pieces, one on each side of those just 
described, on the contrary (as seen on the flat side), taper downward with 
an inward curve, and do not quite reach the base of the lateral portions > 
while they appear to be shorter above than the middle pieces, their 
upper ends being apparently obliquely truncated (downward and inward) 
for the reception of an unknown piece above each, belonging to the next 
range ; while they are abruptly deflected along the lateral carin, so as 
to appear as marginal pieces on the convex side of the body also. 

On the convex side of the body, the lower range of plates consists of 
three large pieces, with a comparatively narrow face of the deflected and 
carinate marginal pieces on each side. The lower edges of the three 
large mesial plates are also sinuous, for the reception of the end of the 
column, but less deeply so than the central two on the flat side of the 
body. The central of these three pieces is the largest, somewhat coffin- 
shaped, and as long as the middle two pieces of the other side. It tapers 
from near the middle downward, to a narrow base, and also upward, more 
or less, from the same point, but the exact form of its upper part cannot 
be made out from the specimens studied. On each side of this middle 
piece there is a somewhat shorter piece, wider below, and tapering 
slightly upward, with its upper end truncated a little obliquely inward 
and downward, with a slightly concave margin, for the reception of a 
piece (the form of which is unknown) above each, in the next range, 
and connecting with each side of the middle plate above its middle. 
Outside of each of the lateral of these three pieces of the lower range, 
on this side, the comparatively narrow face of the marginal carinate 
piece is seen, and apparently extending upward a little farther than the 
lateral of the three larger pieces. The parts above those described, on 
both sides, are unknown. 

The surface is finely and obscurely granulo-striated, these markings 
showing a tendency to run longitudinally on the marginal pieces, and 
transversely (but much interrupted and broken up) on the middle pieces 
of the flat side. On the convex side, they generally assume more the 
character of obscure irregular granules, excepting near the lower ends of 
the two lateral of the three principal pieces, where they become little 
regularly arranged, rather distinct, raised transverse lines. 

The column was evidently comparatively very large at its connection 
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with the body, and composed of extremely thin pieces, that are not 
transverse, but (at least near the body) bent or deflected, so as to conform 
to the sinuous margins of the base of the body. It also seems probable 
that the habitual posture of the body, with relation to the column, was 
such that the two were not on a line with each other, but more or less 
flexed or bent, so that the column connected with the body obliquely, 
somewhat as in Eucheirocrinus (Cheirocrinus, Hall, 1860; not Eichwald, 
1856). At least the much deeper sinus for the connection of the column, 
in the lower range of pieces on the flat side, than on the convex, would 
favor such a conclusion. 

Length of body unknown, but it measures 0.93 inch in breadth, and 
about 0.40 inch in convexity, near the lower part; breadth of upper end 
of column, about 0.49 inch. 


Although this fossil is evidently very closely allied to the genera 
Anomalocystites, and Ateleocystites, J am not entirely sure that it would be 
found exactly congeneric with either, if we had the means of comparing 
its entire structure with that of the types of those groups, which are 
very closely related to each other. It certainly differs conspicuously, 
however, at least in its specific characters, from the typical and only 
known forms of these groups. In the first place, it is much larger than 
the type of Anomalocystites (A. cornutus), and has the middle two pieces 
of its lower range of plates on the flat side proportionally longer—that 
is, longer than the marginal pieces, instead of the reverse. Its base is 
also more deeply sinuous on this side than in the New York species. On 
comparing its convex side with that of A. cornutus, we observe still more 
marked differences, the three principal plates of the lower range, in our 
type, being all decidedly longer than wide, instead of the reverse, and the 
middle plate considerably longer than that on each side of it; while the 
carinate marginal pieces, which are quite distinctly seen in this view of 
our, species, are scarcely visible on this side of the New York species. 
There are doubtless aleo equally great differences in the structure and 
arrangement of the parts above on both sides, if we had the means of 
making comparisons of this part of the body. 

In size, our species corresponds more nearly with A. disparilis, from 
the New York Oriskany Sandstone; but from what has already been 
stated, it will be seen to differ too widely in the form and proportions of 
its lower range of pieces, to render a comparison necessary. 

Compared with Ateleocystites Huxley: of Biliings, the typical and only 
known species of that group (if it is distinct from Anomalocystitcs), our 
species will be found not only to differ in its much larger size, but also in 
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having its base greatly more widely and deeply sinuous on the flat side, 
for the reception of the column; while the central two pieces taper more 
rapidly upward, and are longer in proportion to the lateral ones. Its 
lateral pieces, on the contrary, taper more decidedly downward, and 
differ in having their lower ends curved inward. The convex side of A. 
Huzleyt, and the upper parts of our species being unknown, we have no 
means of carrying the comparison farther, but enough can be seen 
‘to show, beyond doubt, that the two forms are at least clearly distinct 
specifically. 

Whether these several types belong to one, two, or three genera, it 
must he evident, I think, to any one accustomed to study these old types 
of the Echinodermata, that in a systematic classification or arrangement 
of the genera of the Cystoidea into families, they will have to stand 
together in a distinct family Anomalocystidz, occupying a somewhat 
analogous position in this group to that of the family including 
Eucheirocrinus, of the Crinoidea. 


Locality and position: Upper part of the hills at Cincinnati, Ohio, in the Cincin- 
nati group of the Lower Silurian. The best specimen ! have seen belongs to the col- 
lection of C. B. Dyer, Esq., of Cincinnati. I am also under obligations to Prof. O. C. 
Marsh, of New Haven, for the use of another more crushed specimen of the same, or 


an allied species. Both of the specimens mentioned were discovered, I am told, by ° 


G. W. Harper, Esq., of Cincinnati. 


Genus LICHENOCRINUS, Hall. 


Lichenocrinus, Hall, ——; Advance Sheets of Regent’s Report, p. 9, dated Nov., 1866; 
Meek, in Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. II. (No. 10, 3d series), issued Sept. 29, for 
Oct., 1871, p. 299; Hall, Advance Sheets Regent’s Report, dated Oct., 1871, pp. 1 and 2, 
also figs. 1 to 7, plate 3, of illustrations of same, issued at a later date; Meek, Am. 
Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. III. (3d series), p. 15, Jan’y, 1872. 


This curious fossil, found in the Cincinnati rocks, and first noticed by 
Prof. Hall, under the name Lichenocrinus, has attracted much attention, 
and various suggestions have been made to explain its anomalous struc- 
ture. If really the body of a crinoid, it must certainly be one of the most 
remarkable and interesting types of that protean order of animals. Prof. 
Hall’s generic description of this fossil first published, reads as follows: 

“ Bodies parasitic on shells and other foreign substances. Form discoid 
or depressed convex, with a proboscidiform appendage rising from the 
center. Disc composed of an indefinite number of polygonal plates, and 
apparently having no distinct mode of arrangement. Proboscis perforate, 
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and in the known species formed of five ranges of short plates alternating 
and interlocking at the margins.” 

After examining a number of specimens of the two known species of 
this type, during the summer of 1871, belonging to the collections of Mr. 
Dyer and other gentlemen at Cincinnati, I proposed, in a paper issued a 
few days before the end of September, in the October number of American 
Journal of Science and Arts, to extend the description of the genus as 
follows : 

‘‘ Discoid or depressed plano-convex bodies, growing firmly attached to 
shells, corals, trilobites and other marine objects, and entirely destitute 
of free or recumbent arms or pinnule, ambulacral openings or pectinated 
rhombs. Free or convex side concave in the central region, and com- 
posed of numerous small, non-imbricating polygonal plates, without any 
definite arrangement; mesial depression provided with a long, slender, 
perforated, flexible, column-like appendage, composed of five longitudinal 
series of short, alternately interlocking pieces.* Attached side, when 
separated, presenting no sutures or openings,f but in some conditions 
showing numerous, distinct, regularly arranged, radiating stri&, corre- 
sponding to radiating lamelle that occupy the whole internal cavity from 
top to bottom.” f . 

After this diagnosis, the following remarks and suggestions were added : 
“ Among the more remarkable features of this fossil, may be mentioned 
its very curious system of radiating lamella occupying the whole inter- 
nal cavity, and giving it, when the plates of the upper side are removed 
so as to expose these lamelle in place and attached to the adhering side, 
almost exactly the appearance of the little fungoid coral Micrabacia. 
The entire absence, so far as known, of free or recumbent arms or pinnule, 
as well as of the most minute ambulacral or other openings, save the 
minute perforation into the slender, column-like appendage, and the at- 
tachment of this appendage to the free side of the firmly adhering disc, are 
also very anomalous features, if we view the disc as the body of a crinoid.”’ 


*I subsequently ascertained that this alternate arrangement of these pieces is not 
always continued, well defined, all the way from the dise to the free end of this 
appendage. 

t Since this was written, Mr. James has sent to me a detached specimen, that shows 
the whole under, or flat side, to be distinctly marked by numerous minute rhombic, 
suture-like markings. This character, however, seems to me to have been produced 
by the reticulations of some little coral, upon which the disc had grown, since others 
attached to smooth surfaces show the under side, when separated, to be smooth. 

+ A very fine specimen in this condition, examined at a later date, shows that these 
radiating lines on the under side of specimens in this condition really alternate with 
the lamell® within, as will be noticed farther on. 
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“On examining one of these fossils, one of the first questions that sug- 
gests itself is, what can be the nature of this long, slender appendage, 
not more than four to eight or ten hundredths of an inch in diameter, 
and several inches in length? Is it homologous with the so-called pro- 
boscis or ventral tube of other crinoids, or with the column of the same? 
Prof. Hall evidently entertained the former opinion at the time he wrote 
the diagnosis quoted above, though I was informed at Cincinnati, that 
after seeing other specimens than those from which his diagnosis was 
written, he inclined to the opinion that it is acolumn. That one or the 
other of these views is correct, would almost necessarily seem to be the 
case, and yet there would appear to be rather strong objections to both of 
these conclusions, if we view the disc as the body of acrinoid. In the 
first place, if a column. why should the body, instead of being, as usual, 
attached by it, always (when not accidentally detached) be found grow- 
ing firmly by the whole opposite side to foreign bodies, and this long 
appendage in all cases be left dangling free, and, if viewed as a column, 
apparently useless? Again, if a column, connected with the free side of 
an attached crinoid, how are we to account for the fact that no traces of 
any other opening than that passing in through this appendage can be 
seen, even by a careful examination under a magnifier, in any part of 
the body? In addition to this, it does not connect with the disc by a 
series of basal pieces, as is usually the case with the connection of the 
column of a crinoid or cystoid to the body of the same, but on the con- 
trary, the plates of the disc diminish in size inward, and pass by easy 
gradations into those forming the base of this long appendage.” 

“On the other hand, if we proceed to view this appendage as a pro- 
boscis or ventral tube, connecting with the ventral side of the body, we 
are met by the objection of its extreme proportional length, slender- 
ness, flexibility, and the fact that it seems to taper off nearly to a point 
at its freeend. In Mr. Dyer’s collection there is a piece, apparently of 
the free end of this organ, about an inch in length, and agreeing exactly 
in size, form and structure, with that of L. Dyeri, that is broken at one 
end, and tapers to a slightly blunted point at the other end, which is 
composed of very minute pieces drawn together. In other examples, 
where three or four inches in length of this appendage can be seen at- 
tached to the disc at one end, it tapers off until it becomes exceedingly 
slender at the free broken end. This character of its termination, espe- 
cially when viewed in connection with its length, slenderness and other 
peculiarities, would seem to be a very strong objection to the conclusion 
that it is a ventral tube or proboscis. Still there might have been a 
minute opening at the extremity, closed by diminutive pieces, as we 
often see is the case with the opening of much larger crinoids.”’ 
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“While examining specimens of this type, several solutions of the 
mystery of its structure suggested themselves, the first one of which 
was, that possibly the disc, viewed as the body, might really be only a 
peculiarly constructed root, or base of attachment of a crinoid, the body 
of which grew at the free end of the long column-like appendage. This 
suggestion receives some support from the fact that the disc, although 
usually growing on the flat surfaces of shells, etc., is sometimes found 
growing upon the side of the columns of other larger crinoids, as well as 
on other uneven surfaces, and in such cases it iss bent around so as to 
conform to the curve of this surface of attachment, just as we see in 
crinoid roots similarly situated ; while its whole interior is so filled with 
radiating lamelle, as to leave extremely little space for the viscera of an 
animal, and is, as already stated, apparently hermetically sealed, except- 
ing the minute canal leading up into the long appendage. It is true 
that the roots of crinoids are generally formed of thickened and 
anchylosed rings or segments of the column, but Mr. Billings has figured 
the root of one type (Cleiocrinus grandis), apparently composed of an 
accidentally folded expansion of minute polygonal plates; and it is 
worthy of note, that the column attached to this root is longitudinally 
divided by five sutures. It is also true, that there is no example, so far 
as known to the writer, of any such system of radiating lamelle being 
connected with the root of a crinoid; but this objection would doubtless 
.apply with even greater force against the conclusion that this disc is the 
body of one of these animals.” 

“On the other hand, among the strong objections to the suggestion 
that these discs are roots, may be mentioned their very regular, sym- 
metrical form, and the fact that no indications of a body at the free end 
of the column-like appendage have yet been observed, nor of a detached 
body with adhering portions of a column agreeing with this; while no 
free crinoid that might have been attached to this column in its early 
stages of growth, is known in these rocks. In addition to this, the taper- 
ing and pointed extremity of this appendage would seem to render it at 
least improbable that it had ever supported a body at that end.” 

“Two other solutions of the difficulty suggest themselves, one of which 
is, that possibly the specimens, as we now. see them, may not be the 
mature condition of the animal, but only one of the stages of develop- 
ment of some crinoid, which, if known in its adult condition, is supposed 
to be an entirely distinct type. The other is, that the discs, as we now 
see them growing fast to other bodies, may be the adult condition of a 
crinoid that in its earlier stages of growth was supported on its little col- 
umn, as in other types, being otherwise free, and that at a later period 
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of its growth, the column became free at it its lower end, and was, for a 
time, trailed about by the floating body, which finally inverted itself and 
grew fast to other objects by what was originally its vault. The fact, 
however, that these discs attain a diameter of at least half an inch, with 
the elongated appendage four inches or more in length, would, even if 
known analogies supported such a view, seem to be a very strong objection 
to the conclusion that these are immature or embryonic forms; while, to 
say nothing of other strong objections that naturally present themselves 
against the last mentioned suggestion, the occurrence of these discs of all 
sizes, from the largest down to others less than a tenth of an inch in 
diameter, all alike growing fast to other bodies by the side opposite the — 
column-like appendage, seems to demonstrate that this is their mode of 
growth from the first.” 

“In view of all that is now known of this curious fossil, it seems to 
me, without undertaking to express a positive opinion on the subject, 
that the weight of evidence (supposing that these discs are really the 
body of a crinoid) favors the conclusion that the long appendage is a 
ventral tube; but zf the appendage is a column, then I should incline to 
the opinion that the disc is a peculiarly organized root, and that the body 
may be yet unknown, unless as an entirely distinct crinoid.” 

In some advance sheets of a paper issued after the publication of the 
remarks quoted above from the Journal of Science, Prof. Hall also noticed 
the peculiar character of the presence of internal radiating lamine in 
this fossil, and makes the same remark, that they give the interior the 
appearance of a coral. He likewise makes the same suggestion, that 
possibly the disc may really be the root, instead of the body of the crinoid, 
and mentions the same objection (its form) to this conclusion. He farther 
suggests, in the same paper, that the animal may possibly have been 
capable of attaching itself temporarily by its flat side, and removing at 
will; and after mentioning the radiating lamelle, adds, that “we may 
imagine that the spaces between these lamelle may have been occupied 
by slender fleshy tentacula.” 

On examining the collections sent on by Mr. Dyer, after the publica- 
tion of the paper already cited from the Journal of Science, including 
some specimens I had not previously seen, I again called attention, 
in a note published in the January number of the same Journal, to 
one of these specimens showing the long column-like appendage 
tapering off to a remarkable degree of slenderness, and mentioned 
the bearing this fact seemed to have against the conclusion that this 
organ properly corresponds to the so-called proboscis or ventral tube, 
or to the column, of other crinoids. I there also mentioned some 
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strong objections to the supposition that the animal may have possessed 
the power of attaching and detaching itself at will to and from other 
bodies by its flat side. These were the absence of any opening through 
the basal platform of the under side, and so far as yet known, of any 
traces of arms or pinnule. Consequently, if once detached, it is difficult 
to understand how the creature could have sought and adjusted itself to 
a suitable station; or, if accidentally brought into contact with such a 
surface, how it could have adapted and fastened itself so as exactly to 
conform to the slightest inequalities, such, for instance, as the strie of a 
shell, or the lobes and depressions of the glabella of a trilobite. 

If there were any openings in the basal layer or platform of its under 
side in immediate contact with the surface of attachment, and the body 
had possessed some degree of flexibility, we might suppose the adhesion 
could have been effected by suction; but all examinations of numerous 
specimens have entirely failed to detect the slightest traces of any open- 
ings through this thin basal layer or platform; while the rigid nature of 
the lamell® within, would seem to preclude the possibility of any degree 
of flexibility. 

One of Mr. Dyer’s specimens, however, now before me, would, at a first 
glance, seem to throw doubts on the conclusion that the disc was not 
flexible. This individual is seen lying in the matrix in such a manner 
as to expose the under side, which had, by some means, been separated 
from the object to which it had been attached; while one of its edges is 
folded closely upon its exposed under side. A careful examination, how- 
ever, by the aid of a good magnifier, fails to detect any gaping of the 
sutures, or disarrangement of the plates of the upper side along the folded 
edge, though some of these plates can be seen to curve a little, so as to 
adapt themselves to the curve of the folded margin. It must, therefore, 
be evident that this folding of the edge of the disc could not have taken 
place after it had attained its full size, flattened out as usual, but must 
have been produced as a deformity during its growth; and probably by 
some peculiarity of the station to which it was attached, such, for in- 
stance, as being situated upon, and near the edge of some thin shell, 
beyond the margin of which it projected as it increased in size, and then 
curving under, as it grew, so as to become folded against the under side 
of the thin bit of shell, which subsequently decomposed. 

In this specimen, as in nearly all others showing the under side of the 
basal platform, this surface is smooth, and shows no traces of radiating 
strise, excepting when moistened and examined by the aid of a magnifier, 
when, owing to its thinness and translucency, these stris can be seen 
within. Another specimen that grew on the flat part of the cheek of a 
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large trilobite, but which had separated from this surface of attachment, 
shows, in the same way, its under surface, without any opening or stria, 
but when moistened and examined with a magnifier, the radiating marks 
of the inner side can be seen through its thin, translucent substance. 

Another specimen that I had seen in Mr. Dyer’s collection, but which 
was not received by me for critical study for some time after all of the 
others mentioned, presents some features worthy of note here. In this 
alone, of all the specimens of this fossil I have seen, there is, in the flat 
or under side, a small central opening, due, as I must believe, to some 
accident, and radiating from this, numerous, regular, fine raised lines, 
with little linear furrows of the same size between them. In looking at 
this specimen alone (which has evidently been accidentally detached 
from the body upon which it grew), without any knowledge of others, one 
could scarcely entertain a doubt that this opening, situated so exactly at 
the center of radiation, must be the mouth, and the minute radiating 
furrows the ambulacral canals. A careful examination, however, under 
a magnifier, shows that the little raised lines between the furrows bifur- 
cate regularly, sometimes twice or oftener, so that the furrows, in part, 
do not reach the central opening, but end abruptly at the points of bifur- 
cation. Again, in numerous other instances, the basal layer of the disc 
can be seen atill firmly attached to the original station, with the plates 
of the upper side, and the internal lamella wholly or in part removed, so 
as to show clearly the upper or inner side of the base, without the slightest 
trace of any central or other opening, and marked by numerous raised 
radiating lines corresponding to, or rather being the remaining parts of, 
the internal lamella. These can be, in part, traced very nearly to the 
centre, where, instead of an opening, there is often a little elevated 
point. It is also worthy of note that here, on the inner surface of these 
basal layers, these little radiating raised lines, left by the breaking away 
of the lamell&, within the disc, do not increase by bifurcation, but by 
the intercalation of shorter ones between the longer; so that if we were 
to place the specimen mentiened above, showing the central opening and 
strie of its under side, upon one of these basal layers (supposing both to 
belong to the same individual), the elevated strie of its under side would 
conform exactly to the depressions or spaces between the raised radiating 
lines of the basal layer in such a manner that the little furrows would 
thus all be closed up. 

If it were not for this fact, and the absence of any indications, so far 
as yet known, of any minute operfings around the base of the periphery 
of the discs, at their connection with the bodies upon which they grew, 
I should be half inclined to suspect that there might be a double basal 
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layer, sometimes capable of accidental separation, with a central opening 
to an internal mouth through the upper one, and numerous minute am- 
bulacral canals passing in to this opening between the two layers. 

The bifurcating strie on the flat under side of this specimen showing 
the opening, can hardly be, as I had at one time supposed, the edges of 
the internal lamellse exposed by weathering, because their bifurcating 
character would seem to show that they do not coincide with the lamelle 
within, but with the interstices between them; while there are no open slits 
between these strie, as we would expect, if they were the edges of the 
lamellz, but mere furrows. 


LICHENOCRINUS DYERI, Hall. 
Plate 3, figs. 2 (and 3 a,b?) 


Lichenocrinus Dyeri, Hall; Advance Sheets of Regents’ Report, p. 9, dated Nov., 1866; 
and (1872) pl. 3, fig. 1-6, accompanying a re-issue of same. 

Body depressed-discoidal, nearly circular, or obscurely pentagonal in 
outline; composed of a great number of very small, slightly convex, 
nearly or quite smooth pieces, of very unequal size and form, the larger 
ones often somewhat longer than wide, with their longer diameters directed 
inward and outward; central depression small; column-like appendage 
comparatively stout at its basal, or attached end, where it is sub-pentag- 
onal, or nearly round, and composed of about five or six ranges of very 
short, distinctly and regularly alternating and interlocking pieces; per- 
foration at base pentagonal, and scarcely equaling one-third the diameter 
of the appendage at that point. Interior unknown. 

Diameter of apparently an adult individual, 0.32 inch; convexity about 
0.09 inch; thickness of column-like appendage, at its connection with 
the body, 0.08 inch; length unknown. 

Locality and position: Cincinnati group of Lower Silurian, near top of hills at 
Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. Dyer’s collection. Apparently rare. 


LICHENOCRINUS CRATERIFORMIS, Hall. 
Plate 3, figs. 1 a-t. 


Lichenocrinus crateriformis, Hall,; Advance Sheets of Regents’ Report, p. 9, dated Nov., 
1866; and (1872) fig. 7, pl. 3, of a re-issue of same. 


Body discoid, with a sub-pentagonal or nearly circular outline ; elevated 
and rounded near the margin, and broadly and distinctly concave in the 
middle ; composed of alternating ranges of comparatively moderate sized, 
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generally hexagonal smooth plates as wide as long, around the convex 
outer part, and of much smaller pieces within the central concavity, 
that diminish in size inward to the base of the central appendage ; inter- 
nal rays slender, about one hundred, only a few of which quite reach the 
central point, the others.ending at different and somewhat regularly 
arranged distances in from the periphery. Column-like appendage very 
long, slender, and tapering very gradually through its whole length, so as 
to end in an extremely slender mucronate point at the free extremity ; 
more or less distinctly pentagonal, and composed of about five equal 
ranges of small, regularly and alternately arranged, interlocking pieces; 
but gradually becoming more rounded, with the pieces nearly or quite 
opposite, farther from the body: perforation small and pentagonal. 

Diameter of the largest specimen seen, 0.35 inch, with a convexity of 
0.08 inch. Diameter of another individal with a portion of the column 
attached, 0.15 inch; height of do., 0.05 inch; thickness of column-like 
appendage, near body, 0.04 inch; length of same to the broken free end, 
nearly three inches, with a diameter at same of 0.02 inch. 


This seems to be much the more common of the two species ; and will be 
readily distinguished from the last by its larger, less numerous, and more 
regularly hexagonal body-plates, as well as by its more distinctly pen- 
tagonal column, and the larger and deeper central concavity of its body. 
It is more frequently found growing on the surface of Orthis testudinaria 
than on other bodies, though it grew upon various other objects. One 
individual, belonging to Dr. H. H. Hill’s collection, and represented by 
our figure 1b, of plate 3, is growing in an almost exactly central position 
on the glabella of a Calymene senaria, and exactly conforming to the little 
inequalities of this part of the trilobite. 

Locality and position: Ranges through most of the thickness of the Cincinnat! 


group at that place, and for fifty or more miles from there in the surrounding country. 
Mr. Dyer’s, Mr. James’s, Mr. Shaffer’s, Dr. Hill’s and Dr. Byrnes’s collections. 


Genus HEMICYSTITES, Hall. 
(Paleontol. N. Y., Vol. II., 245.) 
HEMICYSTITES STELLATUS, Hall. 
Plate 3, figs. 8 a, b. 


Agelacrinites (Hemicystites) stellatus, Hall; Descriptions of New Species of Crinoidea, 
etc., p. 8, dated Albany, Nov., 1866; also (1872) pl. 11, figs. 5 and 6, illustrations 
of same paper. 

Body small, sub-pentagonal or nearly circular in outline, depressed 
discoidal. Disc composed of numerous small pieces, that are a little 
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convex, and apparently not distinctly imbricating. Rays extending 
from the middle, straight toward each of the five, obscurely defined, mar- 
ginal angles of the disc, comparatively rather stout, slightly widest near 
the middle, and rather obtuse at the outer ends; each composed of a 
double series of alternating pieces two or three times as wide as long, 
and numbering about twelve on each side, in a specimen measuring 0.34 
inch in diameter, without any intermediate intercalated smaller pieces; 
anterior ray abruptly tapering to a point at the middle of the disc, and 
the two posterior lateral ones more confluent at their inner ends with 
the two anterior lateral, and more distinctly separated by the deeper 
posterior interradial space. Opening situated in a little protuberance 
near the middle of the posterior interradial area. 

Breadth of disc of largest specimen seen, 0.34 inch; breadth of arms 
at widest point, 0.06 inch; number of ray pieces on each side in same 
space, four to five. 


This is the form referred to Prof. Hall’s species by the geologists at 
Cincinnati, and doubtless belongs to the same, though it does not conform 
exactly to his description, since the sides of the disc do not rise vertically 
from the base of attachment in the specimens I have seen; while Prof. 
Hall does not mention the obscurely pentagonal outline of the disc seen 
in our specimens.* 

Several authorities have placed Hemicystites of Hall as a synonym of 
Agelacrinites, Vanuxem. In this opinion, however, I cannot concur, as 
it seems to me that the much smaller size, and perfectly straight, propor- 
tionally wider rays of the forms for which the genus Hemicystites was 
proposed, ought to separate it generically from Agelacrinites.T 

Specifically this form will be readily distinguished from the typical 
species of the genus H. parasiticus, from the Niagara group of the Upper 
Silurian, by its sub-pentagonal outline, non-imbricating, or at least much 


* His figures, however, published since the foregoing remarks were written, show 
this character quite distinctly. 

t Prof. Pictet, in his Traite de Palsont., vol. 4, p. 306, expresses the opinion that 
this genus and Agelacrinites probably ought to be united; and it is no wonder that he 
should have thought so, because he erroneously figures as an illustration of Hemicys- 
tites, under the name H. parasiticus, a true typical Agelacrinites, widely removed from 
the type of Hemicystites. Dujardin and Hupe, in their Hist. Nat. des Zoophytes 
Echinodermes, p. 84, follow Pictet in this error, and copy his figure of a true Agela- 
criniies, as Hemicystites parasiticus, giving the two genera as identical. They also fall 
into the additional error of citing A. Hamiltonensis of Vanuxem from the Middle 
Silurian, instesd of from the Devonian (see note on the genus Hemicystites, by Meek 
and Worthen, Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., Dec., 1868, p. 357.) 





54 PALARONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 


less distinctly imbricating disc plates, as well as by its more petaloid 
rays, that do not taper inward regularly from the outer ends; and par- 
ticularly by its more numerous and much less deeply interlocking ray 
pieces. 


Locality and position: About 80 feet below the top of the hills at Cincinnati, or, in 
other words, above the middle of the Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


HEMICYSTITES (CYSTASTER) GRANULATUS, Hall. 
Plate 3, figs. 9 a, b. 


Hemicystites (Cystaster) granulatus, Hall, 1872; plate 11, figs. 1-4, and explanations 
of same, accompanying a re-issue of a paper of his dated Nov., 1866, in which this 
form was not described. 


Body small, so much elevated as to present a short sub-cylindrical form, 
but rounded on the top, which is a little wider than the diameter below; 
the lower part presenting somewhat the appearance of a broad peduncle. 
Body and interradial areas covered by numerous very small grain-like 
pieces, that seem scarcely to present any appearance of an imbricating 
arrangement. Arms convex, short, and comparatively rather wide, the 
length being only about three times the breadth, curving from the cen- 
tral region over the rounded top, and extending downward about one- 
third the entire length of the body, where they terminate in rather blunt 
ends ; composed each of about nine to twelve alternating, slightly oblique 
pieces on each side. Opening unknown. 

Height, 0,30 inch; breadth near the middle (allowing for evident acci- 
dental lateral compression), about 0.16 inch; do. at top, 0.17 inch; 
length of arms, 0.16 inch; breadth of do., 0.05 inch. 


I have seen only somewhat distorted specimens of this species, with 
the surface obscured by adhering shaly matter; consequently it is possi- 
ble that some of the characters mentioned above may not be entirely 
natural. The species, however, will be readily distinguished by its 
remarkably elevated form, and very minute grain-like body pieces. Like 
the other species, it grows generally upon the surface of the valves of 
Strophomena. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati Group of the Lower Silurian, at Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Mr. Dyer’s collection. 
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Genus AGELACRINITES, Vanuxem, 1842. 
(Report 3d Geol. Dist., N. Y., p. 158.) 
AGELACRINITES (LEPIDODISCUS) CINCINNATIENSIS, Roemer. 


Plate 3, figs. 6 a, b. 


Agelacrinus Cincinnatiensis, Roemer, 1851; Verh. Naturh. ver. fur Rhein. und Westph., 
Vol. VIIL, p. 372, t. 2, f. 3 a, 6; and in Brown’s Lethea Geog., Vol. II., p. 275, t. 4, 
fig.6; Hall, Descrip. New Crinoidea, etc., p. 6, dated 1866; and (1872) fig. 7, pl. II., 
accompanying a re-issue of same. 


Body circular, depressed-plano-convex, or concavo-convex, the upper 
side being depressed-convex, and the lower a little concave, or more or 
less nearly flat, to conform to the surface of attachment. Disc composed 
of numerous thin squamiform plates, that imbricate inward from the 
periphery toward the center, those near the margins being proportion- 
ally shorter and wider than the others. Arms slender, depressed so as 
to be nearly or quite even with the surface of the disc; four sinistral and 
one dextral, composed of the usual double row of interlocking pieces, 
and (in large specimens) a series of much smaller intercalated supple- 
mentary pieces along the middle. So-called ovarian aperture situated 
near the middle of the largest interbrachial space surrounded by the 
dextral, and one of the sinistral rays, closed by about nine cuneiform 
pieces, with apparently nearly as many intercalated smaller ones, the 
whole, when closed together, forming a depressed circular prominence. 
Surface of plates nearly smooth. 

Diameter of a rather large specimen, 0.77 inch ; convexity, 0.15 inch ; 
breadth of arms at their inner ends, 0.08 inch; breadth of the so-called 
ovarian aperture, 0.12 inch. 


This is perhaps the most common, and the finest species of the genus, 
found in the Silurian rocks of the West. It is usually found growing 
upon the ventral valve of Strophomena alternata ; but it sometimes grew 
on other objects. 

I have before me a specimen, a little more than an inch in diameter, 
apparently of this species, belonging to L. B. Case, Esq., of Richmond, 
Indiana (found by him at that place), that seems to have grown on one 
of the valves of an Ambonychia. The shell had separated in such a man- 
ner as to take with it the under side of the Agelacrinites, and leave its 
upper side in the matrix so situated as to expose its inner surface. The 
inner side of each arm or ray is here seen to be composed of a single 
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series of quadrangular pieces that are not imbricating ; while the disc 
plates near the outer margin show, on their inner surfaces, little parallel 
ridges, directed inward, and apparently fitting into coresponding furrows 
in the lapping edges of the contiguous pieces. 

The distinctions between this and the other species of this horizon, 
will be mentioned in connection with the descriptions of the latter. 


Locality and position: Near top of hills, at Cincinnati, Ohio, in the Cincinnati group 
of the Lower Silurian. The fine specimen figured belongs to the collection of Mr. 
Dyer. I am also under obligations to Mr. James, of Cincinnati, for the loan of a 
smaller individual of the same. 


AGELACRINITES PILEUS, Hall. 
Plate 3, fig. 5. 


Agelacrinites pileus, Hall; Descrip. New Crinoidea, etc., p. 7, dated Nov., 1866; also 
(1872) figs. 8 to 10, pl. II., accompanying a re-issue of the same. 


Body circular, concavo or plano-convex, the upper side being very 
strongly convex, and the lower plane or concave to conform to the sur- 
face of attachment, which is usually the ventral valve of a large Stropho- 
mena. Disc composed of inward imbricating syuamiform plates. Arms 
_ rather stout, very prominent, slightly wider near the middle than at 
their inner ends, and rather blunt at their outer extremities; all 
strongly curved in such a manner that four are sinistral, and one dextral ; 
composed of stout sub-pentagonal pieces, that have their slightly longer 
diameters transverse to the arms, along the middle of which their inner 
ends alternately interlock, without any supplementary intermediate 
pieces between the two ranges. So-called ovarian opening situated a 
little outside of the middle of the largest interradial area surrounded by 
the dextral and one of the sinistral arms; pieces by which it is closed 
forming a distinct prominence, composed of about eight or ten trigonal 
and pointed pieces. Surface of body-plates smooth. 

Diameter of body, 0.70 inch ; convexity, 0.21 inch; breadth of arms at 
their ends, 0.06 inch; do. near middle, 0.08 inch; breadth of aperture, 
0.12 inch. 


This species will be readily distinguished from the last, by its more 
convex body, stouter and decidedly more prominent arms, which are 
more obtuse at their outer ends, and composed of thicker pieces, propor- 
tionally longer in the direction at right angles to the arms, without any 
supplementary pieces between. Its interradial areas are also distinctly 


FOSSILS OF THE CINCINNATI GROUP. 57 


concave, instead of nearly flat, as in the last, and composed of a smaller 
number of pieces. 

The specimen from which our figure and the foregoing description 
were prepared, appears not to agree exactly in form with the original of ° 
A. pileus, which is described as being “ globose or globular-bell-shaped, 
and attached by the smaller extremity, which is composed of small 
squamiform plates.” On the contrary, it differs but little in form from 
A. Cincinnatiensis, being only more convex. But as it is also stated in 
the same connection, that A. pileus “in specimens flattened from above, 
might readily be mistaken for A. Cincinnatiensis,” it is probable that the 
individual here under consideration is an accidentally depressed exam- 
ple. It, however, does not present the slightest appearance of having 
been so flattened. 

Since the above was written, I have seen a fine specimen of this species 
belonging to the collection of Mr. James Foster, of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
that was borrowed for my use by Mr. U. P. James. It is almost hemi- 
spherical, and shows very minute pieces around the lower margin of the 
disc. Above and between these and the ends of the rays, there are sev- 
eral ranges of much larger and wider pieces, which also exceed in size 
those between the vans, on the top of the disc or body. 


Locality and position: Above the middle of the Cincinnati group of the Lower 
Silurian, at Cincinnati, Ohio. The figured specimen belongs to Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


AGELACRINITES VORTICELLATA, Hall. 
Plate 3, figs. 7 a, 6. 


Agelacrinus vorlicellata, Hall; Advance Sheets of Regents’ Report, dated Dec., 1866, 
p. 7; and (1872) re-issue of same, pl. II., figs. 11, 12 and 13. 


Body circular, depressed-convex above, and flattened or concave below, 
to conform to the surface of attachment. Disc composed of very small 
pieces. Arms comparatively very large, stout, prominent, and all 
strongly curved sinistrally, so close together as to leave very little of the 
disc exposed ; composed of stout pieces a little thickened at each end, 
two or three times as long as their diameter in the direction of the length 
of the arms, along the summits of which their inner ends alternately 
interlock, without any intermediate supplementary smaller pieces 
between the inner ends of the two rows. 

Greatest diameter, about 0.58 inch ; breadth of arms, about 0.10 inch. 


This species will be readily distinguished from the others yet known, 
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by its very large, thick, prominent arms, all curved sinistrally ; their 
large size and strong curvature bringing them so close together as nearly 
to hide the disc. The only specimen I have seen does not show the so- 
called ovarian aperture, but it is said by Prof. Hall to be minute, and 
situated near the base of the posterior lateral rays. 


Locality and position: Same as last. The figured specimen belongs to the collection 
of Mr. Dyer. 


ASTEROIDEA. 


Genus PALÄASTER, Hall. 
(Paleontol. N. Y., Vol. II., p. 247.) 
PALAASTER? DYERI, Meek. 
Plate 4, fige. 2 a-f. 
Palsaster? Dyeri, Meek, 1872; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. III. (3d series), p. 257. 


Among the specimens loaned to me for study and description by Mr. 
Dyer, there is a very imperfect example of one of the largest known 
species of Silurian Star-fishes. When entire, it could scarcely have 
measured less than five inches in diameter, across from end to end of the 
rays on opposite sides; and it presents a breadth of disc (as flattened by 
pressure) of about twoinches. Its state of preservation is, unfortunately, 
such as not to admit of systematic description, but I think enough of its 
character can be given to enable the student to identify it, by the addi- 
tional aid of figures. 

The dorsal side of both disc and rays is composed of numerous small 
pieces, with the pores between them apparently so large that these pieces 
only seem to touch at three to four salient points of each, so as to form a 
kind of reticulated structure; while they each bear a little central tuber- 
cle, with a minute pit in its top for the articulation of small, short spines, 
generally about 0.07 to 0.09 inch in length, and about 002 to 0.03 inch 
in thickness. 

In one of the axilla between two of the rays the so-called madripori- 
form body can be seen near the margin of the disc. It is nearly flat, of 
an obtusely sub-trilobate form, with a breadth or transverse diameter of 
0.30 inch, and a diameter at right angles to the same of 0.24 inch. Its 
lobed edge is directed inward toward the middle of the disc, and its mid- 
dle lobe is largest, and shows the little divisions between the slits or 
furrows, diverging and bifurcating inward like the nervation in the pin- 
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nules of some kind of ferns; while in the smaller lateral lobes these 
markings diverge outward. 

The ventral side is also much obscured by the adhering matrix, and 
numerous detached and confusedly mingled spines. A row of compara- 
tively small, tumid, nearly square marginal pieces, however, can be seen in 
places, on each side of the ambulacral furrows, and alternating with a 
tow of similar but slightly smaller adambulacral pieces, the number of 
pieces in each side of these series being about the same. The marginal 
pieces seem each to connect with the adjacent range of dorsal pieces, at 
places in the rays, by a little central salient point only, while those of 
both series are roughened by numerous comparatively coarse granules, 
and each piece (especially of the marginal row) also shows a small central 
pit for the articulation of a spine. These spines are larger than those 
connected with the dorsal pieces. being generally about 0.22 inch in length, 
and 0.05 inch in thickness; they are smooth, straight, rounded, slightly 
thickened at the attached end, and tapering at the free end to a slightly 
blunted point. 

The specimen is too much crushed and obscured to show the under side 
of the body, consequently nothing is-known in regard to the nature of 
the ambulacral or oval pieces. Near the margin of the disc, however, 
between the inner ends of two of the rays, a few pieces can be seen within 
the marginal row that certainly seem not to belong to the adambulacral 
series. These may possibly be disc pieces. They are nearly or quite as 
large as the marginal pieces, and do not appear to form more than one, 
or possibly two ranges, while they scem to be confined to the axillary 
angles, there being no evidence that they extended outward along the 
rays. 

The condition of the only known specimen of this species is such as to 
leave some doubts in regard to its generic characters, and for that reason 
I would have preferred to leave it until better specimens could be found. 
As Mr. Dyer desired, however, to have it characterized, I have done so as 
fully as the nature of the specimen would permit. Possibly I should 
have called it Petraster Dyeri, for if the apparent presence of a few disc 
plates on the ventral side between the marginal pieces and the adambu- 
lacral, is not deceptive, it would, in that respect, conform to the structure 
of that group, and differ from Palzaster, as now understood; though I am 
inclined to think this appearance due to the accidental displacement of 
the parts at the point where there are some indications of a few disc 
pieces. Inthe apparently large size of the pores passing through between 
the dorsal pieces, it would also seem to differ from the typical forms of 
Palzaster—these openings appearing to be so large that the dorsal pieces 
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seem only to touch at mere points, as already stated, so ag to form a kind 
of reticulated structure. The nature of the dorsal side of Petraster is not, 
I believe, certainly known, but in Palzaster, Hall, the dorsal pieces have 
always been illustrated as if close-fitting, and in the original description 
the genus was said to have the pores “ penetrating the plates of the upper 
side,” instead of passing in between them. As nosuch character, however, 
exists in any of the species I have seen in a condition to show the dorsal 
side, or has been mentioned or illustrated by the same author in any of 
his subsequently published descriptions or figures of species of this genus, 
or mentioned in any of his remarks on the group, we may infer that he 
would not now lay much stress upon that supposed character. 

I have thought it barely possible that this form might not be distinct 
from Palzaster granulosus of Hall, but from its greatly larger size (that 
species being described as of medium size), and the fact that it seems to 
have about the same number of adambulacral as marginal pieces, instead 
of nearly twice as many of the former as of the latter, I am led to regard 
it as a distinct species. It is certainly distinct from the following form 
that I have referred doubtfully to P. granulosa. 


Locality and position: About 100 feet below the top of the hills at Cincinnati, in 
the Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


PALZASTER GRANULOSUS, Hall? 
Plate 4, figs. 3a, b, c. 
Palxaster granulosa, Hall; Advance Sheets extracted from Regents’ 20th State Cab. 
N. H. Rep., and dated Dec., 1866, p. 285; also (1867) same p., Regents’ 20th 


Report. 
Palzaster granulosus, Hall, 1870; Revised edition same Report, p. 327. 


Attaining a large size; rays (as a little depressed by accident) slightly 
more than twice as long as their breadth at their inner ends, and taper- 
ing regularly from the disc to their free ends, which are rather acutely 
angular; breadth of disc a little less than that of the inner ends of the 
rays. Marginal pieces convex, nearly or quite as long as wide, number- 
ing on each side, in the whole length of each ray (1.40 inch), thirty-one. 
;Adambulacral pieces, a size smaller, as long as wide, convex, and number- 
ing on each side thirty-nine to forty; like those of the marginal series, 
each bearing a small spine, the largest of which are each about 0.14 inch 
in length, and 0.02 inch in thickness. Ambulacral pieces very short, or 
nearly three times as wide as long, apparently not alternating with the 
adambulacral pieces, and each provided with a rather sharp ridge across 
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nearly its entire breadth. Dorsal side of disc and rays composed of small 
tuberculiform pieces, of which about sixteen rows may be counted at 
about half way between the inner and outer ends of each ray, along the 
middle of which those of two or three of the rows are a little larger than 
the others; each dorsal piece bearing a minute, very short spine. Sur- 
face of all the pieces minutely granular, one of the central granules 
always being somewhat larger than the others for the articulation of a 
spine. Oral pieces and madreporiform body unknown. 

Although this fine Star-fish agrees pretty well in most of its characters 
with the description of Palzaster granulosus of Hall (which has not yet 
been figured), I am far from being entirely satisfied that it is really the 
same, as it seems to differ in some important respects. For instance, the 
rays of P. granulosus are described as being “obtusely rounded at the 
extremities ;” while in the form under consideration they are rather 
acutely rounded, if not angular. Again, instead of having twenty-five 
of the marginal pieces on each side, in a space of one inch and a quarter 
from the apex of each ray, and forty-two or forty-three of the adambulac- 
ral, it shows in this space twenty-eight marginal, and only thirty-two adam- 
bulacral pieces. The number of the latter being about ten less on each 
side in the same space—a rather decided difference, showing the inner 
row to consist of proportionally larger pieces. Its ambulacral ossicula 
seem to have the same proportional breadth and length as in the type of 
P. granulosus, and also have each a similar ridge across the middle ; but 
these ridges do not show the zig-zag arrangement mentioned in the de- 
scription of P. granulosus. Prof. Hall does not say how many rows of 
pieces are seen on the dorsal sides of the rays of his species; but he states 
that it is probably the same species that the Western Academy of Sciences 
sent out lithographs of, under the name Asterias primordialis. One of 
these lithographs, now before me, represents from eight to ten rows of 
these dorsal pieces, which is six or eight less than may be counted near 
the middle of the rays of our specimen. 

In noticing this form in the Am. Jour. Sci., Vol. III. (3d series), p. 277, 
I proposed, in case it should be found distinct from P. granulosus, to 
call it P. speciosus. It will be at once distinguished from P. Dyeri, not 
only by its smaller size, but by its differently formed and closer fitting 
dorsal pieces. . 

Length of rays, 1.40 inch; breadth of do., 0.62 inch at base; breadth 
of disc, about 0.80 inch. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group, Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 
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PALAZASTER? JAMESII, Dana. 
Plate 4, fig. 4. 


Fossil Asterias, Graham, Anthony and James, 1841; Report to Western Academy of 
Natural Sciences, published in Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol 1 (2d series), p. 441. 
Asterias Anthonii, Dana, 1863; Manual of Geology (1st edition), p. 221, with figure, but 

without description. , 

Palsasterina? Jamesii, Dana, 1863; Am. Jour. Sci. (2d series), Vol. XXXV., p. 295; 
also, 1864, in Man. Geol. (2d series), p. 221, with figure, but without description. 
Palsaster Jamesii, Hall; Advance Sheets extracted from 20th Report Regents, and 
dated Nov. and Dec., 1866, p. 6; and in 20th Report Regents, 1867, p. 289; also 

in 2d edition same, 1868, p. 329. 


Through the kindness of Mr. U. P. James, of Cincinnati, the discov- 
erer of this fossil, I have now before me the original typical specimen, 
which I find not in a condition to be fully and systematically character- 
ized, nor perhaps to afford the means of determining, beyond doubt, its 
generic affinities. It evidently attained a large size, and has a compara- 
tively large disc, with its five rays rather broad at their inner ends, 
somewhat rapidly tapering, and apparently longer than the diameter of 
the disc. It evidently lies in the matrix in such a manner as to show 
the ventral side, but presents the appearance of having the marginal and 
disc plates of this side removed. The five pairs of oral pieces are seen in 
place, and proceeding outward from these can be seen a row.of adambu- 
lacral pieces on each side of each of the rather wide ambulacral furrows. 
These latter pieces are nearly three times as long as their diameters in 
the direction of the length of the rays, and quite prominent at their 
inner ends, where they are articulated together by little processes and 
corresponding sockets or sinuses; while the outer two-thirds of each is 
flattened and distinctly more depressed than their inner ends. Outside 
of, and alternating with, the outer flattened ends of these adambulacral 
pieces, a row of nearly square, or more or less oblong pieces, may be seen all 
along the margins of the rays, and connecting at their axilla in such a 
manner as to leave room for several disc plates between them and the 
oral and inner adambulacral pieces. The pieces of this outer row have 
the appearance, or rather position and relations to the other parts, of a 
marginal series, but owing to the fact that they are much less prominent 
than the inner ends of the adambulacral pieces, and all flat, or even 
slightly concave on the under side, it is possible that they and the few 
disc plates mentioned may belong rather to the dorsal side of the fossil, 
and thus have their under sides exposed, by the removal of the marginal 
and disc plates of the ventral side. Even in that case, however, it is 
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probable that those seen along the edges really show the insides of the 
outer ends of the marginal pieces, curved upward and over so as to form 
the margins of the dorsal side. If this latter suggestion is correct, the 
marginal plates would seem to have been so long on the under side, when 
entire, as to lap upon and entirely conceal the flattened outer two-thirds 
of each adambulacral piece, when in place. 

At some places within the ambulacral furrows, remains of ambulacral 
ossicula can be seen deeply interlocking with the inner ends of the 
adambulacral pieces, but their exact form, and the position and arrange- 
ment of the ambulacral pores, cannot be clearly made out in the speci- 
men studied. 

The two oral pieces of each of the five pairs are separated by deep 
sutures, and have an irregular form, being longer than wide, and, like 
the adambulacral pieces, which they somewhat exceed in size, flattened 
and depressed at their outer ends, and elevated into crest-like prom- 
inences farther in, with a lateral process or thickening on the outer side 
of each, in which a more or less distinct pit may beseen. At their inner 
ends they seem to connect with other parts occupying the oral opening, 
but the exact form and arrangement of these cannot be clearly made out 
in the specimen examined. 

The surface, and the arrangement of the dorsal parts, are unknown ; 
but they were probably armed with short spines, as some remains of little 
spines are seen in the matrix at the margin of the disc, at one place. 

As the extremities of none of the rays can be clearly seen, the exact 
breadth of the whole fossil, between the ends of opposite rays, cannot be 
exactly given, but it is evident that the length of one of the rays, meas- 
uring from the middle of the disc, must have been a little more than two 
inches, and consequently that the diameter across from the extremities 
of opposite rays could not be less than about four inches. The breadth 
of the disc is 1.20 inches; and that of the rays at their inner ends, 0.70 
inch. 


In first publishing a figure of this fine star-fish, in the first edition of 
his Manual of Geology, Prof. Dana proposed for it the name Palzaster- 
ena? Anthonyi, in honor of John G. Anthony, Esq., formerly of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio. On subsequently learning, however, that the typical, and 
only known specimen of the species, was discovered by U. P. James, Esq., 
of the same city, he proposed (in the Journal of Science), in justice to 
Mr. James, to change the name to P. Jamesii; which name has been con- 
tinued, with the same figure, in all the subsequent editions of the Man- 
ual. It is still a disputed question, however, among Naturalists, whether 
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or not the publication of a figure and name, without a diagnosis, really 
establishes a species. Many high authorities say it does, while others 
maintain that it does not. All agree, however, that when a species is 
once established, under a name not previously used for another valid 
species of the same genus, neither the original author, nor any other, has 
the authority to change it, excepting possibly in a few peculiar cases 
differing entirely from this. Consequently, if the rule should finally 
prevail, that the publication of a name and figure, without a diagnosis, 
is sufficient to establish a species, we would have to admit that the name 
P. Anthonii, was regularly applied to this fossil; and the inflexible law 
of priority would compel us to retain it. If, on the contrary, it shall be 
definitely settled that a diagnosis also is, in all such cases, required, 
then we will be at liberty to comply with the author’s desire, by adopt- 
ing the later name, P. Jamesit, which I have here done provisionally. 

In regard to the generic characters of this fossil, it is not easy to 
decide from the only known specimen. If it really had a few disc plates 
intercalated between the marginal and oral and inner adambulacral 
pieces, on the ventral side, as there are some reasons to believe may have 
been the case, its structure would conform to that of the genus Petraster 
of Billings, and the name should then be Petraster Jamesii, or Anthonyi. 
If there are no such intercalated pieces, however, it would seem to fall 
into the genus Palzaster. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Mr. U. P. James’ collection. 


PAL.EASTER INCOMPTUS, Meek. 
Plate 4, figs. 5 a, b. 


Palzaster incomptus, Meek, 1872; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. III. (3d series), 

p. 275. 

Small; rays rather short, or only about once and a half as long as their 
breadth at their inner ends, and rapidly tapering to their outer extremi- 
ties, which are somewhat obtusely angular. Disc equaling in breadth 
the length of the rays. Dorsal side of rays composed each of three? 
rows of pieces,* that are wider than long, about nine in each row, and 
increase rather rapidly in size inward to the margin of the disc, which 
is composed of smaller pieces; a few very minute pieces apparently 


*In some rays there appear to be four rows, but this is probably due to the ex- 
posure of one of the marginal rows of the rays, by oblique pressure. 
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sometimes occur between the rows on the dorsal side of the rays. Sur- 
face of dorsal pieces a little granular, but apparently without spines. 
Madreporiform piece rather small, a little oval, or almost circular, nearly 
flat, and marked by fine, irregularly interrupted, radiating strie. Ven- 
tral side unknown. 

Greatest breadth across between the extremities of rays on the oppo- 
site sides, 0.90 inch; length of rays, about 0.35 inch ; breadth of same at 
their inner ends, near 0.22 inch; length of madreporiform piece, 0.08 
inch ; breadth of do., 0.07 inch. 


This species seems to be related to P. matutinus, Hall, but has propor- 
tionally shorter and broader rays, that are also less pointed at their ex- 
tremities. Its dorsal pieces are likewise less close-fitting, and appear to 
have, at some points, a few very minute intercalated pieces between the 
rows of the rays; though this latter character is not very clearly visible 
in the specimen. A more important distinction is the absence, in the 
species under consideration, of the circle of stellately marked pieces seen 
on the dorsal side of the disc of P. matutinus, which, according to Prof. 
Hall’s figure, published in the 20th Regents’ Report, seems not to have 
the well defined madreporiform piece, readily distinguishable from all 
of the other dorsal pieces, as seen in the species under consideration. Asin 
that species, this has the two inner marginal pieces that connect with 
each other at the axils of the rays, rather decidedly larger than any of 
the others, but of different form, being wider than long, instead of 
the reverse, or with their longer diameters arranged transversely, 
and each provided with a kind of mesial protuberance on the inner 
side. 

The only specimen of this species I have seen, is firmly attached by its 
ventral side to a foliated expansion of coral, so as to conceal that side 
entirely. It was evidently lying dead at the bottom of the sea, on its 
back, when the coral commenced growing upon its ventral side, and the 
coral afterwards not only covered this entire side, but grew some dis- 
tance beyond even the extremities of its rays. This gives the Star-fish 
the appearance of growing parasitically upon the coral; but this is mani- 
festly not the case, because it is its ventral, and not its dorsal side, that 
is attached. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Mr. Dyer’s collection. 
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PALAASTER SHEFFERI, Hall. 
Pl. E, fig. 1. 


Palzaster Shafferi, Hall, 1868; Twentieth Report Regents, p. 284, pl. 9, fig. 1; also p. 
326, pl. 9, fig. 1, new edition of same. 


I only know this species from the figure and description cited above, 
and merely copy the figure to make this report as full and complete as 
possible on the Cincinnati star-fishes. It seems to be a rather neat 
species, with somewhat slender, pointed rays. No figure of its dorsal 
side has been published; but it is described in the Regents’ Report as 
having this side of the rays composed of “three rows of subnodose 
plates, the outer ranges bearing a strong spine on each plate ; the central 
range apparently destitute of spines.”, The marginal plates of its under 
side are a little larger than the adambulacral; and the ambulacral plates 
are somewhat peculiar, in being apparently nearly or quite as long, in 
the direction of the length of the rays, as their breadth. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group, Cincinnati, Ohio. 


Genus STENASTER, Billings, 1858. 
(Canadian Organic Remains, Decade III., p. 77. 
STENASTER GRANDIS, Meek. 
Plate 3 bis, figs. 7 a,b, cc. 
Stenaster grandis, Meek, 1872; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, vol. 3 (3d series), p. 258. 


Attaining a rather large size. Body comparatively small, or only the 
breadth of the united inner ends of the five rays. Rays long, gradually 
tapering, slender, and very flexible; widest at their immediate con- 
nection with the body, where they are more or less depressed, but be- 
coming terete farther out. Dorsal side of body and arms composed of 
numerous little pieces, usually of subtrigonal form, that rise into pointed 
tubercles, or sometimes assume almost the character of short spinules, 
and are arranged in quincunx, so as to form about eight rows near the 
middle of the rays, those of the outer two rows being a little larger than 
the others. Dorsal pores apparently rather large, and passing through 
between the concave sides of contiguous pieces. Ventral side of body 
unknown; that of the rays composed of the usual single row of trans- 
verse adambulacral pieces on each side of the well defined, deep, and 
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moderately wide ambulacral furrows. Adambulacral pieces rather more 
than twice as wide as long, with their longer diameters at right angles 
to the ambulacral furrows, and each projecting along the middle in the 
form of a kind of narrow crest, that rounds over from end to end; while 
they do not connect with each other by perfectly flat sides, but have 
little projecting processes and sinuses, apparently for the purpose of giv- 
ing greater flexibility to the rays. 

Breadth of body, 0.63 inch; length of rays, 1.90 inch; breadth of same 
at their connection with the body, 0.36 inch. 


Not having seen the under side of the body of this species, I am nol 

quite sure that it is exactly congeneric with Mr. Billings’s typical speci- 
mens of Stenaster. It does not show the peculiar contraction of the inner 
ends of the rays, seen in his S. Salteri, from which it also differs in a 
marked degree, in the much greater length and slenderness of its rays. 
In these characters, however, it agrees more nearly with his S. pulchellis, 
though its rays are proportionally longer, and provided with a greater 
number of rows of dorsal pieces, while it attains a much larger size. 
' In the length, slenderness, and flexibility of its rays, this fossil pre- 
sents points of similarity to the Ophiuroidea; but it differs entirely in 
structure from that group, and conforms, in this respect, to the true 
Asteroidea. The apparently articulated character of its adambulacral 
pieces, is a peculiar feature, that may possibly be found to be accompa- 
nied by other points of structure, that may separate it generically from 
Stenaster; but this peculiarity cannot be confounded with the articulated 
character of the arm-pieces in the Ophiuroidea. 

There are some appearances of the remains of very short spines being 
in some way connected with the adambulacral pieces; but on this point, 
or at least in regard to the exact nature of their connection, I have not 
been able to decide from the specimen studied. 

Adopting the suggestion of Prof. Hall, that Stenaster of Billings should 
be replaced by the name Urastrella of McCoy, previously proposed for 
apparently congeneric forms, the name of the specics here described would, 
if my present views of its affinities be correct, become Urastrella grandis. 

I am under obligations to Mrs. M. P. Haines, of Richmond, Indiana, 
for the use of the typical specimen of this fine star-fish. It may not be 
out of place to mention in this connection, that this lady has, by her 
own zeal and industry, succeeded in getting together one of the finest and 
most valuable private collections of fossils and minerals in the West. 


Locality and position: Upper part of the Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at 
Richmond, Indiana. Mrs. Haines’ collection. 
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OPHIUROIDEA. 
? Genus PROTASTER, Forbes, 1849. 
(Memoirs Geol. Survey Gr. Brit., Decade 1, part IV., p. 1.) 


PROTASTER GRANULIFERUS, Meek. 
Plate 3 bis, figs. 8 a, b. 


Protaster? granuliferus, Meek, 1872; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts., Vol. III. (3d series), 
p. 274. 


Disc small, apparently circular; rays rather slender, and of unknown 
length. Dorsal surface of disc and rays covered by an integument com- 
posed of minute grains of calcareous matter. Ventral side of disc not 
well exposed in the only specimen seen, but apparently provided, in the 
interradial spaces, with minute spines directed outward. Oval pieces 
not clearly seen in the specimen. Arm-pieces regularly alternating, but 
apparently rectangular at their inner ends, and not interlocking along 
the impressed mesial line, longer transversely than in the direction of 
the length of the arms; each largely excavated at its outer anterior end, 
so as to form a large pore, or pore-like depression, and divided transversely 
by a furrow into two parts, the anterior of which is very short, and the 
posterior longer, and marked by a minute pit at its inner end; about 
eight or nine of these pieces in each range of each ray included within 
the disc. Outer arm or ray pieces (adambulacral of some) smaller than 
those of the inner ranges, and placed edge upward, with an oblique, out- 
ward direction, so as to imbricate outward, or toward the extremities of 
the arms; each bearing one or more minute, articulating spines. 

Breadth of disc, about 0.43 inch ; breadth of arms at their inner ends, 
0.10 inch. 


The only specimen I have seen, that is certainly known to belong to 
this species, is very imperfect, being merely an incomplete disc, and the 
inner ends of the rays. It does not conform to the characters of Protaster, 
given in Prof. Forbes’ diagnosis, in all respects, since its disc, especially 
on the upper side, is covered by a shagreen-like integument, composed of 
a vast number of very minute’ grains of calcareous matter, instead of 
distinct imbricating scales. It is, therefore, probable that perfect speci- 
mens might show other characters that would warrant the establishment 
of a new genus, or sub-genus, for such forms, for which group I suggested, 
provisionally, the name Alepidaster, in the Journal of Science cited. 
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I have intentionally avoided, in the foregoing description, the use of | 
the terms ambulacral and adambulacral pieces, sometimes used in de- 
scribing the parts composing the rays of Protaster, and similar forms, 
because it seems doubtful whether these terms are properly applicable to 
such types. I should certainly think that they are not, af those forms 
belong to the Ophiuroidea (in which no ambulacral furrcws exist), instead 
of to the Asteroidea. According to Dr. Wright, however (see Brit. Foss. 
Echinodermata, p. 32), Protaster Miltoni of Salter has a well developed 
madreporiform body, and hence would belong to the Asteroidea. Yet it 
is very curious that these types seem to have no proper ambulacral 
canals; and we have, apparently, no positive evidence that the viscera 
of the animal were not entirely confined to the disc, as in the Ophiuroidea. 


Locality and position: Middle part of the Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, 
at Moore’s Hill, Indiana. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


MOLLUSCA. 
_ POLYZOA. 


Genus PTILODICTYA, Lonsdale, 1839. 
(Murchison’s Sil. Syst., p. 130.) 
PTILODICTYA (STICTOPORA) SHAFFERI, Meek. 
Plate 5, figs. 1 a, b, c. 
Ptilodictya (Stictopora) Shafferi, Meek, 1872. Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., Feb., 

p. 317. 

Polyzoum small and delicate, consisting of slender, compressed divisions 
that give off on each side, rather closely arranged, regularly alternating, 
lateral branches of the same breadth as the main stems, from which they 
diverge at an angle of about forty degrees; lateral branches, in the same 
way, giving off on each side, very short, lobe-like, alternating projections; 
flattened lateral margins of all parts very narrow, sharp, and minutely 
striated longitudinally, in well preserved specimens; pores apparently 
without raised margins, more or less oval longitudinally, alternately 
disposed in longitudinal and oblique rows, so as to present a quincuncial 
arrangement; the number of longitudinal rows varying from five to 
about seven in the breadth of a stem or branch ; spaces between the pores 
measuring transversely to the stems and their divisions about equal to 
the breadth of the pores, but greater, measuring in the direction of the 
oblique and longitudinal rows, all ornamented, in perfectly preserved 
specimens, by very minute, more or less waved or flexuous strie. 
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Size of entire polyzoum unknown; breadth of stems and branches, 0.05 
inch; number of pores in 0.05 inch; measuring in the direction of the 
oblique rows, about 4 to 6, and in the same space measuring longitudi- 
nally from 8 to 4. ) 


This very delicate little species will be readily distinguished from the 
other known Silurian form by its small size and peculiar plumose mode. 
of growth; and particularly by its very minute strie between the pores. 
Stictopora raripora, Hall, from the Clinton group of New York, is as deli- 
cate a form, but differs materially in its mode of growth, and particularly 
in its very much less numerous pores. 

The specific name is given in honor of Mr. D. H. Shaffer, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, to whom I am indebted for the use of a fine specimen of the species, 
found, I am informed, by T. W. Spurlock, Esq., of Cincinnati. I also 
have good specimens of this species from Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


Locality and position: Toward the lower part of the Cincinnati group of the Lower 
Silurian, at Cincinnati, Ohio. 


BRACHIOPODA. 


Genus LEPTAINA, Dalman, 1828. 
(Kongl. Vet. Acad., Handl., p. 94.) 
LEPTANA SERICEA, Sowerby? 


Plate 5, figs. 3 a to h. 


Leptsena semiovalis, Conrad, 1838; Ann. Geol. Report N. Y., p. 115 (without figure or 
description). : 

Leptzena sericea, J. de C. Sowerby, 1839; Sil. Syst., pl. XIX., figs. 1, 2; de Verneuil, 
1845, Geol. Russia, Vol. 1I., p. 227, pl. XV., figs. 1 a, b; McCoy, 1846, Sil. Foss. Ire- 
land, p. 27; Barrande, 1847, Sil. Brach. Bohem, Naturw. Abnandl., Vol. IL, p. 71, 
pl. XXL, fig. 18; Hall, 1847, Paleont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 110, pl. XXX. B, figs. 2 a-h, 
and p. 287, pl. LX XIX., figs. 3 a, b; Phillips and Salter, 1863, Mem. Geol. Survey, 
Vol. IL, p. 285; McCoy, 1852, British Pal. Foss., p. 237; Salter, 1859, Siluria, 3d ed., 
p. 210, fig. 6 and pl. V., fig. 14; Eichwald, 1859, Leth. Rossica, Vol. I., p. 870; Sal- 
ter, 1866, Mem. Geol. Survey, Vol. III., p. 266; Davidson, 1871, Monogr. Brit. Sil. 
Brach., p. 326, pl. XLVIII., figs. 10-19. 

Orthis sericea, Eichwald, 1840; Sil. Syst. in Esthl., p. 157; Portlock, 1843, Geol. Lond., 
p. 450, pl. XX XIL., figs. 23, 24. 

Strophomena sericea, Conrad, 1840; Ann. Geol. Rep. N. Y., p. 201; Emmons, 1842, 
Geol. Rep., 394, cut 105, fig. 1. 


Shell small, transverse, semi-oval, approaching semi-circular, concavo- 
convex; hinge line equaling, or more frequently a little longer than the 
breadth of the valves at any point farther forward; lateral extremities 


FOSSILS OF THE CINCINNATI GROUP. 71 


varying from somewhat acutely angular to nearly or quite rectangular, 
and not properly reflexed ; anterior and lateral margins forming together 
nearly a regular semi-circular curve. 

Dorsal valve concave, its deepest concavity being near the middle; 
beak not distinct from the cardinal margin ; area narrow or nearly linear, 
and ranging at right angles to the plane of the valves. Interior showing 
cardinal margin to be minutely crenate toward the lateral extremities ; 
cardinal process moderately prominent, and trifid, the middle division 
being most prominent, with a deep pit at its inner base; brachial? pro- 
cesses short, appressed, and widely divergent; muscular impressions 
generallv obscurely defined, occupying an obcordate area, and separated 
from each other by two sub-parallel, narrow ridges, that sometimes 
coalesce near the base of the cardinal process; each impression usually 
nearly equally divided by a slender linear, straight ridge; anterior and 
lateral regions more or less roughened by minute, granular, radiating 
style. 

Ventral valve moderately convex, being nearly evenly, but gently 
arched, along the middle from the beak to the front, and thus following 
so nearly the curve of the other valve as to leave but a very thin visceral 
cavity within; beak very small, or scarcely, if at all, distinct from the 
cardinal margin; area twice to three times as high as that of the other 
valve, inclined backward, or more or less nearly parallel to the plane of 
the valves; foramen arched over, near the beak, by a small false deltidium, 
and closed between this and the hinge margin by the prominent cardinal 
process of the other valve. Interior showing hinge margin to be obscurely 
marked with minute pits for the reception of the crenulations of that of 
the other valve; teeth small; muscular impressions long, narrow, sepa- 
rated behind bya short linear mesial ridge, and diverging and extending 
forward beyond the middle of the valve, with a moderately distinct dental 
ridge along tue lateral margin of each; anterior and lateral regions 
granulo-striate. 

Surface of both valves marked by numerous very minute, closely ar- 
ranged radiating strie, about every fourth, fifth, or sixth one of which is 
a little larger and more prominent than those between. 

Length of a mature specimen, 0.36 inch ; breadth, 0.65 inch ; convexity, 
0.12 inch. Some specimens proportionally a little more convex. 


The little shell here described is the western form that has long been 
referred to L. sericea of Sowerby, with which it agrees quite well in its 
external characters. I have had no opportunity to compare it with 
British or other foreign specimens of Sowerby’s species, but on compari- 
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son with Mr. Davidson’s figures of the interior of that shell, I am led to 
doubt whether it is really the same species. At any rate, it certainly 
has a more prominent cardinal process than is represented by Mr. David- 
son ; while its hinge margin is more or less distinctly crenulat:d, a charac- 
ter neither illustrated nor mentioned by that author, in JL. sericea. 
Again, the muscular impressions of its dorsal valve are proportionally 
smaller, and not so arched; while those of its ventral valve are narrower 
and more elongated, as well as less diverging, being in form more like 
those of L. transversalis, but much less diverging. In the crenulation ot 
its hinge it also agrees more nearly with L. transversalis, from which, 
however, it differs entirely in the form of the muscular impressions of its 
dorsal valve, as well as in its more depressed form. Ihave likewise been 
unable to see, even by the aid of good magnifiers, any traces of the minute 
punctures between its strie, mentioned by several authors in describing 
the species above alluded to. ° 


Locality and position: This shell has a wide geographical, as well as a great vertical 
range, or at least it has been identified at various horizons from the Trenton Limestone 
to the Clinton group in New York, and it seems to have nearly the same range in the 
Western States. It is found at nearly all the localities in the West where the Cincin- 
nati or Trenton group occurs. It is common at Cincinnati through all the beds 
exposed there, and occurs at higher horizons in this series at Oxford, Dayton, and 
numerous other places in Ohio; as well as at Richmond, Madison, and other places 
in Indiana. It also occurs in Iowa,. Illinois, Wisconsin, Kentucky, Canada, etc. The 
specimens from which our figures and description were prepared are from Cincinnati, 
Ohio, and Richmond, Indiana, where it occurs in great numbers, often clustered 
together as if gregarious in its habits. 

The typical L. sericea seems to have an equally great vertical and geographical 
range in the Silurian rocks of the Old World. 


Note.—At the horizon of 150 feet above low water at Cincinnati, there occurs a very 
similar, but somewhat larger and proportionally wider shell, with a more straightened 
anterior margin, and the area of its dorsal valve more inclined forward. This form 
also often has rather distinct oblique wrinkles along the hinge margin on each side, 
of which only very faint traces are sometimes seen on the last. I have not seen the 
interior of its dorsal valve, but a single example of the ventral valve, showing the 
interior, has the muscular scars undefined, excepting as minutely striated spaces free 
from the granulations seen on other parts of the interior. Its brachial? processes are 
longer than in any specimens of the other form I have seen, but as these are very 
slender and free at the end in each, they may not be entire jn the specimens of the 
other form examined. It was for this form that Mr. James proposed the name L. 
rugosa in his list of the Cincinnati fossils. It may be a distinct species, but with the 
means at hand for comparison I am left in doubt on this point. Our figures f, g and h, 
of plate 5, fig. 3, represent this shell. 
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Genus STROPHOMENA, Rafinesque, 1827. 


Some differences of opinion exist among Palsontologists and Conchol- 
ogists in regard to what particular shell should be considered the typical 
form ofthisgenus. Rafinesque’s diagnosis was so briefand unsatisfactory, 
that it will apply almost equally well to any one of several genera, as 
now understood ; and as he neither figured nor characterized any of the 
species, though he mentioned S. rugosa and others by name, it is difficult 
to determine, from his writings, for what particular group of shells he 
intended the name. Prof. Hall says he saw in Rafinesque’s collection, 
purchased at the sale of his property after his death, by Dr. Poulson, a 
specimen of the common species rhomboidalis (—Leptsena depressa of several 
authors), accompanied by a label, on which was written, in Rafinesque’s 
well-known hand-writing, the name Strophomena rugosa ; and he there- 
fore regards that as the type of the genus, though of course he admits 
that the older name rhomboidalis will have to be retained for the species. 
The fact that the name rugosa would so naturally suggest itself for this 
shell, to which it would be very applicable, certainly favors the conclu- 
sion that Rafinesjue really had it before him when he wrote the name 
Strophomena rugosa ; and hence that this form should be regarded as the 
type of the genus. Indecd, it had been given by several authors as the 
illustrative, or typical form of the genus, before the labeled specimen 
alluded to above had been especially noticed in Rafinesque’s collection ; 
and it has been so regarded by various others since. 

Some, however, regarding the question respecting Rafinesque’s type as 
being involved in doubt, have, in accordance with a very general, and 
usually good rule in such cases, appealed to the first authors who followed 
Rafinesque in the use of the name Strophomena, as settling the question 
in regard to the type. Defrance was, I believe, the first author that 
adopted the genus (in 1824); but, so far as I have been able to find, he 
only used it as Rafinesque did, that is, he neither figured nor described 
any of the species, but merely mentioned by name those that Rafinesque 
had mentioned. In 1825, however, Blainville adopted the genus, with a 
short diagnosis, and figured an illustrative example (doubtless sent to 
him from America) under Rafinesque’s name Strophomena rugosa. But 
his figure clearly shows that the shell he had in view is a very different 
form from that found in Rafinesque’s collection along with that name, 
and that it is by no means a rugose species. On the contrary, it is one 
of those resupinate forms, apparently undistinguishable from the com- 
mon western species S. planumbonä, to which species it almost certainly 
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belongs. Consequently, some authors would view this as the typical 
form of Strophomena, and not the geniculated species like S. rhomboidalis. 
Although at one time somewhat inclined to adopt this conclusion, it 
seems to me, on farther reflection, that if we use the name Strophomena 
at all as Rafinesque’s genus, we ought to consider the only shell found in 
his collection with this name attached as the typical form of the group, 
especially as this type has been so generally figured as an illustrative 
example of the genus by subsequent authors. 

If all authorities could agree that forms like S. rhomboidalis and 8. 
planumbona, etc., belong to the same genus, it would, of course, be a mat- 
ter of no material consequence which should be regarded as the type of 
the group. But some high authorities consider them generically distinct, 
while others would separate them sub-generically. But perhaps a ma- 
jority, including some who have devoted much time and study to the 
investigation of the Brachiopoda, make no distinction whatever—or, in 
other words, include the whole under the genus Strophomena, without 
even a sub-generic separation. 

At present I am rather inclined to the opinion that the Cincinnati 
species like 8. planumbona, and most of the others here described, should 
be separated generically from the group including S. rhomboidalis, and 
placed under Pander’s name Hemipronite.* As it is still an open ques- 
tion. however, in regard to which of these types should retain the older 
name Strophomena, and I have neither the time nor (at hand just now) 
the necessary collections to enter upon a general study of these and allied 
groups, I have concluded to view S. rhomboidalis, provisionally, as the 
type of the genus Strophomena, and to range the others under Pander’s 
name IJemipronites, as a sub-genus under the same. 

It may be proper, however, to state here, for the information of students 
not yet familiar with the difficulties of zoological nomenclature, that in 
case the S. planumbona group shall be finally separated generically from 
that including S. rhomboidalis, and the former shall take the name Stro- 
phomena, then the latter may have to take Dalman’s name Leptzna, pub- 
lished in 1828. Unfortunately, in publishing the genus Leptzena, Dalman 
included in it S. rhomboidalis (under other specific names), along with 
species of Productus, and other types of Strophomena and Leptzna, as 
those genera are now usually understood. But his first species was the 
S. rhomboidalis, and consequently some authors view that as the typical 
form of Leptena. If this conclusion should be adopted, it unfortunately 


® Streptorhynchus of King was proposed in 1850 for Permian and Carboniferous 
forms, often having a very high area, and more or less distorted beak ; but apparently 
agreeing, in all essential characters, with the type of Hemipronites. 


~ 
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requires still another important change of nomenclature—that is, that 
the group including such forms as Leptxna sericea, and now almost uni- 
versally known under the name Leptzna, should take Pander’s name 
Plectambonites, published in 1830. It seems to me, however, as already 
intimated, that it will be far better to avoid this perplexing swapping 
about of old familiar names, by considering S. rhomboidalis as the type of 
the genus Strophomena (as the facts stated seem to warrant), and then to 
place the other forms already referred to under Pander’s name Hemipro- 
nites, either as a sub-genus under Strophomena, or as a separate and distinct 
genus. 


STROPHOMENA RHOMBOIDALIS, Wilckens (Sp.). 
Plate 5, figs. 6 a, b, ¢, d, e. 


Conchita rhomboidalis, Wilckens, 1769; Nachricht von seltenen Verst., p.'77, pl. viii., 
figs. 43 and 44. 

Anomites rhomboidalis, Wahlenb., 1821; Nov. Acta Upsal, Vol. VIII., p. 65. 

Producta depressa, Sowerby, 1823; Min. Conch., Vol. V., p. 86, pl. 459, fig. 3. 

Producta rugosa, Hisinger, 1826; Act. R. Acad. Sci. Holm., p. 333; Deshayes, 1836, Lam. 
An. Syst., Vol. VIL, p. 380. 

Leptena rugosa, and L. depressa, Dalman, 1828; Vet. Akad. Handl, pp. 106 and 107, , 
pl. I, figs. land 2; Kloden, 1834; Verst. Brandenb, p. 180; Hisinger, 1837, Leth. 
Succia, p. 69, pl. xx., figs. 2, 3, and others. 

Strophomena rugosa, Brown, 1835; Lethaea Geog., p. 87, pl. ii., fig. 8; Von Buch, 1837, 
Ueber Detth., p. 70; also, 1840, Mem. Geol. Soc. Fr., Vol. IV., p. 220, pl. xii., fig. 24. 

Leptiena depressa, J. de C. Sowerby, 1839; Silur. Syst., pp. 623 and 636, pl. xii., fig. 2, 
and of many others. 

Leptena lenuistriala, Sowerby, 1839; ib., p. 636, pl. xxii., fig. 2a; also of Hall, Salter, 
and others. 

Strophomena depressa, Vanuxem, 1842; Geol. Report, Third Dist., N. Y., p. 79, fig. 5, 
and of others. 

Orthis depressa, Portlock, 1843; Geol. Lond., p. 450; Quenstedt, 185, Handb., p. 488, 
pl. 32, fig. 20, and of others. 

Lept:ena ( Leptagonia) depressa, McCoy, 1852; Brit. Pal. Foss., p. 248. 

Strophomena rhomboidalis, Lindstrom, 1860; Goth. Brach., p. 371; Haswell, 1865, Sil. 
Form. Pentland Hill, p. 33, plate iii., fig. 3; Davidson, 1868, Trans. Geol. Soc. Glas- 
gow, Pal. Ser., Vol. I., p. 16, pl. ii., figs. 17, 18; and 1871, Monogr. Brit. Fossil 
Brach. (Silurian), p. 281, pl. xxxix., figs. 1-21.* 

Strophomena gibbosa, James, 1871; Cat. Lower Sil. Fossils, Cincinnati Group, p. 9. 


This widely distributed shell is too familiar to geologists and collectors 


to require a detailed description. It seems desirable, however, that it 


* For the long list of other references, see Mr. Davidson’s Monographs of British 
Fossil Brachiopoda, from which most of the above have been taken. 


16 PALAEONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 


should be illustrated and noticed here, in order that students may be 
apprised of the fact that it is one of the forms they may expect to meet 
with in the Cincinnati group, as well as in some more recent formations 
of Ohio. Its most marked characters are the strongly flattened and con- 
centrically wrinkled visceral region of both of its valves, and the abrupt 
geniculation of the front and lateral margins of the same; the deflec- 
tion being from below upward. The interior of its dorsal valve also has 
a very prominent ridge around the anterior and lateral regions bound- 
ing the visceral area. The general outline of the shell is usually more 
or less nearly cemi-circular ; but specimens have been referred to it by 
Mr. Davidson, in England, with a nearly transversely oblong outline, 
some of which also have a strongly trilobate front. The latter forms, 
however, have not, I believe, been observed in this country. 

The specimens before me have the cardinal area narrow in both 
valves, but wider (higher) in the ventral, which has its inconspicuous 
beak provided with the usual minute perforation, and ‘its triangular 
foramen closed, or nearly closed, by the bifid cardinal process of the 
other valve. The whole surface of both valves is ornamented by fine, 
even, closely arranged, radiating striae, that most frequently increase by 
intercalation on the ventral valve, and by bifurcation on the dorsal ; 
while crossing these, on both valves, well preserved specimens show, 
under a magnifier, extremely minute, regular, crowded, concentric stri®. 

One of the largest Ohio specimens before me, from the upper part of 
the Cincinnati group, measures 0.84 inch, direct from beak to front, 
1.30 inches in breadth, and 0.46 inch in convexity. 

Widely different opinions prevail among geologists and palsontol- 
ogists in regard to the geological range of this species. Mr. Davidson 
and many other high authorities believe that it ranges from the Lower 
Silurian into the Carboniferous; while others separate the specimens 
found at these extremes, and at some intermediate horizons, into several 
distinct species. Although not intending to express a decided opinion 
on this point, without having the necessary material at hand for com- 
parison while preparing these remarks, it certainly seems to me that our 
specimens present no constant appreciable differences from Upper Silu- 
ridn and Devonian forms generally referred to S. rhomboidalis, or S. de- 
pressa, as it has most generally been called in this country. Compared 
with Mr. Davidson’s figures of British Silurian examples, the internal 
ridge around the line of deflection of the dorsal valve, in our specimens, 
differs from most of his figures, in not converging inward as it ap- 
proaches the hinge, but, on the contrary, either approaches the hinge at 
right angles to the same, or curves outward. The specimens figured by 
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oe 
Mr. Davidson, however, differ much in this respect, while some of them 
do not differ materially from ours in this character. 


Locality and position: As generally understood, this species has an almost world- 
wide geographical range, and, as already stated, a great vertical range, especially if the 
Carboniferous form is to be included as a variety. It occurs at various localities in 
the Trenton Limestone in New York and some of the neighboring States; also in 
the Clinton and Niagara groups, Lower Helderberg rocks, Schoharie grit and Cornif- 
erous limestone. In Ohio, it ranges from the lower part of the Cincinnati group, ap- 
parently into the Waverly group. I have no specimens from the Waverly group at 
hand at the moment of writing, for comparison, but speaking from memory, I can 
Scarcely doubt the identity of specimens seen from that horizon. Among the local- 
ities where it bas been found in the Cincinnati group, in Ohio, may be mentioned 
Cincinnati (50 feet above low water of the Ohio), and higher in the group in Butler 

and some of the adjoining counties. It also occurs at the same horizon at Madison, 


in Indiana, and in Kentucky, etc. A long list of other American and foreign local- 
ities might also be added, if desirable. 


Susp gexus HEMIPRONTIES, Pander. 
( Resupinate species.) 
STROPHOMENA NUTANS, James. 


Plate 6, fig. 1 a to f. 


Inphomena nutans, James, 1871; Cat. Lower Sil. Fossils, Cincinnati Group, p. 9. 
Comp. S. camerata and S. delividea, Conrad; Paleeont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 31 A, figs. 2 
‘nd 3. 

Shell under medium size, sub-trigonal, strongly concavo-convex, com- 
Pratiyely thick and strong; hinge about equaling the breadth of the 
val Ves; lateral margins usually somewhat straightened behind, where 
hey xneet the extremities of the hinge nearly at right angles, while an- 
krior]y they converge to the middle of the front, which is prominent, 
and ‘Very narrowly rounded, or almost angular in outline. 

‚—Orsal valve remarkably convex in the central or anterior central re- 
KON, from which it rounds down abruptly to the lateral and anterior 
DAY gins, and slopes strongly posteriorly, the anterior lateral slopes 

ing usually somewhat compressed, so as to impart to the middle of the 

‘Aterior region a degree of prominence, somewhat like a mesial ridge, 

Near the margin; whole umbonal region flattened; area narrow, or sub- 

linear, and directed nearly backward ; beak not distinct from the edge 

the area. Interior with the bifid cardinal process short; sockets 
deep, sub-trigonal, and very oblique; socket-ridges rather prominent, 
in, and continued obliquely forward and outward, with an inward 
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curve, so as to form the lateral margins of the muscular impressions, 
which are well defined, rather deep, strongly striated, and separated by 
a short, mesial ridge coming from the base of the cardinal process ; 
while near the middle of the anterior edge of each, there is sometimes a 
little oblique prominence; central region, in front of the muscular im- 
pressions, sometimes showing four obscure parallel ridges running di- 
rectly forward, and separated from each other by three shallow, narrow 
furrows, in the middle of each of which there is a raised line; traces of 
other smaller and more obscure ridges sometimes extend forward and 
laterally on each side of those described, while the whole internal »ur- 
face is usually minutely granular. 

Ventral valve nearly flat, with a backward slope in the umbonal 
region, and distinctly concave farther forward, in the anterior central 
region; while the anterior and lateral margins are abruptly curved 
downward parallel to those of the other valve; beak scarcely distinct 
from the margin cf the area, which is of moderate height, flat, and ex- 
tends the entire length of the hinge, with usually but little taper 
toward the lateral extremities ; forämen rather broad trigonal, and cov- 
ered above by the convex pseudo-deltidium, which is broadly and deeply 
sinuous on its inner edge, for the reception of the cardinal process, and 
a kind of pseudo-deltidium of the other valve, formed by the continua- 
tion of the socket plates. Interior with the anterior and lateral margins, 
geniculated so as to form a marginal ridge that is deeply and somewhat 
regularly furrowed across, while the ovarian spaces within this marginal 
ridge are more or less flattened, and sometimes granulated; hinge teeth 
moderately prominent, transversely sub-trigonal, and striated on their 
anterior and posterior faces; while from their inner bases the prominent 
dental ridges extend forward and curve together, so as to form a strongly 
elevated margin to the deep, sub-circular cavity for the reception of the 
muscular impressions ; muscular cavity scarcely reaching the middle of 
the valve, usually with its rim slightly notched (not emarginated) at 
the middle of the front; while within its bottom it is provided with a 
slender mesial ridge, with the narrow adductor muscular scars on each 
side of it, and on the outside of these, most of the remaining space 
scems to be occupied by the striated scars of the divaricator muscles, 
there being only a very small notch-like impression close to the hinge 
tooth on each side, apparently left by the ventral adjustor muscles. 

Surface of both valves ornamented by very fine, closely arranged, sim- 
ple radiating stri&, that increase by intercalation, and are either nearly 
equal, or sometimes have every third, fourth or fifth one slightly larger 
than those between; while on well preserved specimens, very minute, 
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crowded, concentric strie may be seen, by the aid of a strong magnifier, 
crossing the much larger radiating strie. 

Length of a mature specimen, 0.80 inch; breadth, 0.93 inch ; convex- 
ity, 0.50 inch. 


This species resembles some varieties of 3. deltoidea and 8. camerata, 
Conrad: but it seems to present too strongly marked external and inter- 
nal differences to be referred to either. In convexity it appears to agree 
more nearly with the latter, but it shows no traces of the concentric 
ridges occupying the umbonal region of that form, and differs materially 
in its prominent sub-angular front, which imparts a nearly triangular 
form to the valves, instead of having the front broadly rounded. In 
this prominent sub-angular character of the middle of its front, it agrees 
more nearly with some varieties of S. deltoidea, but it is a greatly more 
convex shell, and, as already stated, shows no traces of the concentric 
ridges on its flattened umbonal region, generally so well marked on that 
shell ; while the details of its internal characters also seem to differ, 
those of its dorsal valve being very similar to what we see in 9. filitexta, 
from which the shell differs widely in nearly all other respects. 

The strong concavo-convex, sub-trigonal general form, and the thick. 
ened internal ridge and geniculation of its ventral valve are marked 
features in this species. 


Locality and position: Upper part of the Cincinnati group, in Butler, Warren and 
Clinton counties, Ohio. Mr. James’s collection. 


STROPHOMENA PLANUMBONA, Hall. 
; Pl. 6, fig. 3a to h. 
f Strophomena rugosa, Blainville, 1825; Malacol., p. 513, pl. LIII., figs. 2 and 2 a (not 
of other authors). 
Leptsena planumbona, Hall, 1847; Palzzont. N. Y., Vol. 1, p. 112, pl. 31 B, fig. 4a, b, c,d, e. 
Strophomena planumbona, Hall, 1859; Regents’ 12th State Cab. Report, p. 70; Geol. 

Report, Wisconsin (1862), p. 54, fig. 7. 

Shell rather small, or scarcely attaining a medium size, concavo-con- 
vex, semi-oval, or more than semicircular in outline; hinge line gen- 
erally a little longer than the breadth of the valves at any point farther 
forward ; lateral extremities, in most examples, somewhat less than rec- 
tangular, or sometimes rather acute, more or less compressed and de- 
flected; lateral margins a little contracted posteriorly, and rounding to 
the front, which forms a regular semicircular curve. 

Dorsal valve flat in the umbonal region, and rather strongly and 
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evenly convex in the central and anterior regions, from which it 
rounds off abruptly to the front and lateral margins; beak very small, 
or not distinct from the edge of the narrow or sublinear area, which is 
inclined nearly directly backward, but not incurved. Interior showing 
the cardinal process to be small, depressed, divided to its base into two 
diverging tooth-like parts, a little flattened on their posterior faces, and 
directed very obliquely forward and outward; socket ridges short and 
oblique; mesial ridge low, extending but a little distance forward ; 
while the space between it and the socket ridge, on each side, is occupied 
by a moderately distinct muscular scar. 

Ventral valve broadly and rather deeply concave in the central and 
anterior regions, and slightly convex at the beak, which is very small, 
abruptly pointed, scarcely projecting beyond the edge of the area, and 
usually minutely perforated ; area moderately high, extending the whole 
length of the hinge, generally but little sloping laterally, flattened and 
inclined more or less backward ; foramen closed by a prominent, rounded 
pseudo-deltidium, that is transversely striated, and rather broadly sin- 
uous on its inner edge, for the reception of the cardinal process of the 
other valve. Interior showing hinge teeth to be well developed, trigo- 
nal, and striated on their posterior sides; while from their inner bases 
the dental lamin® extend forward so as nearly to encircle the usual 

ig saucer-shaped depression for the muscular scars, which is sometimes 
divided by a small, linear mesial ridge; cardinal margin prominent and 
sharp within, on each side of the hinge teeth; anterior and lateral re- 
gions more or less thickened within, and roughened by the crossing of 
the vascular markings, which are scarcely visible on any part within 
this zone. 

Surface of both valves ornamented by numerous fine, closely crowded, 
radiating strie, that are often alternately a little larger and smaller, or 
on some parts, with several of the smaller ones between each two of the 
larger; the smaller being always shorter than the larger, or ending at 
various distances between the free margins and the beaks, without 
coalescing with those between which they are intercalated. Strix and 
furrows minutely crenulated by extremely small, very regular, closely 
arranged, concentric lines, invisible without the aid of a magnifier; a 
few sub-imbricating marks of growth are likewise sometimes seen near 
the free margins. 

Length of a medium sized specimen, 0.73 inch ; breadth, 0.95 inch ; 
convexity, 0.24 inch; number of stri® in the space of 0.10 inch near the 
middle of the front margin, from 5 to 8; the greater number being 
where smaller ones are intercalated between the larger. 
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This is the shell that has always been identified by Western geologists 
with S. planumbona of Hall, and it agrees well with his description of 
that species; though it differs materially from his figures 4 a and 4 3, 
cited above, in presenting scarcely any traces of the strong, rounded, 
concentric folds shown on the same. As no traces, however, of these 
folds are represented on his profile, figure 4 e, of the same plate, which 
would certainly show them in relief if they exist as represented by the 
other figures, and nothing is said in the description about concentric 
ridges or folds (which would be an unaccountable omission if the shell 
really presents such a character), while no shell agreeing with these fig- 
ures in these respects is known to collectors from the localities mentioned 
in the West, we may reasonably infer that it is due to an error in the fig- 
ures that they are made to represent such strong concentric ridges. If 
this is not so, the shell here represented would agree much more nearly 
with S. deflecta of Conrad, as illustrated on the same plate of the New 
York Paleontology, to which it certainly seems to be very closely related. 

In size, and some other respects, this shell resembles the last, but it 
differs materially in being much more compressed, and in not presenting 
the peculiar trigonal form imparted to that shell by the prominent, sub- 
angular middle of its unterior margin. There are also well defined in- 
ternal differences between the two shells. 


Locality and position: Upper part Cincinnati group, in Clinton and Preble counties, 
Ohio, and Richmond and neighboring parts of Indiana. Prof. Hall also mentions 
Madison, Indiana; Maysville, Kentucky ; and Cincinnati, Ohio. It does not occur 
at Cincinnati, however, but seems to be confined to a higher horizon. 


STROPHOMENA PLICATA, James. 
Pl. 6, fig. 4 a toh. 


Strophomena plicata, James, 1871; Cat. Lower Sil. Fossils, Cincinnati Group, p. 9. 
Compare Lept. subtenta (Conr. MS.), Hall, 1847; Palseont. N. Y., Vol. I, p. 115, pl. 

XXXI. B, fig. 9a, b; and Lept. planumbona, Hall, 1847, Ib., p. 114, pl. XX XI. B, 

fig. 7 a, b,c, d. 

This form akrees so nearly with that last described, that a formal 
detailed description would be, with the exception of a few characters, 
almost an exact repetition of the same words. It will, therefore, be suffi- 
cient to point out the few characters in which it differs. In the first 
place, it attains a somewhat larger size, and a rather more robust appear- 
ance; while its lateral extremities are often more acutely angular, and 
marked by a few wrinkles directed very obliquely outward and backward. 
It is worthy of note, however, that some of the specimens from the original 
locality, agreeing in all other respects, do not show these wrinkles, while 


6 
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others are less extended on the hinge line. The largest specimens also 
seem to have the stri& slightly more distinct than in the last, and rather 
more sharply crenated, though they are still variable in this character. 
In all internal characters the two forms appear to agree quite closely. 

From this close agreement, I have doubts whether this form should be 
considered as more than a variety of the form usually referred to S. pla- 
numbona. In most of its characters it would also seem to be closely allied 
to S. subtenta of Conrad, as illustrated in the New York Palzontology, 
from which it only appears to differ externally, in the more acutely angu- 
lar and produced character of its lateral extremities, as seen in its more 
typical examples. Otherwise, it agrees exactly in form and surface 
markings, even to the oblique wrinkles on its lateral extremities. 

In this oblique direction of these wrinkles, it agrees much better with 
the figure first published under the name S. subtenta, than any of the 
specimens yet sent to me from the West with that name attached; all of 
which latter have the wrinkles ranging at right angles to the hinge mar- 
gin. Itis worthy of note, however, in this connection, that the published 
figure alluded to, under Mr. Conrad’s name, was from Oxford, Ohio; while 
Mr. Conrad’s original type, which has not yet been published, came from 
the Trenton rocks of New York. Consequently, it is possible that the 
shell figured in the New York Report may be an individual of the form 
here under consideration, with its lateral extremities less than usually 
extended, or worn or broken away, and yet differing specifically from Mr. 
Conrad’s New York type. 

It will also be noticed that this shell closely resembles certain forms of 
S. filitexta, both in its external and internal characters ; large individuals, 
with the oblique wrinkles obsolete, or nearly so, being very similar to 
medium sized specimens of that species. From these facts it seems not 
very improbable that a thorough comparison of more extensive collections 
of these shells may bring to light good and sufficient reasons for uniting 
this form with one of those mentioned. For the present, however, I pre- 
fer to keep it separate, provisionally, under Mr. James’s name, S. plicata. 

Locality and position: Upper part of the Cincinnati group, near the base of the hills 
at Richmond, Indiana, where it is very abundant, and found in a beautiful state of 


preservation. It also occurs at other localities of that region, at the same horizon, in 
Ohio and Indiana. 


STROPHOMENA PLANO-CONVEXA, Hall. 
Pl. 2, fig. 2a toh. " 
Strophomena plano-convexa, Hall, 1847; Paleont. N. Y., Vol. L,p. 114, pl. XXXL B, 
fig. 7 a, b, c, 
This is another form so near S. planumbona, as to be readily character- 
ized by pointing out the characters in which it differs. In the first place. 
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it is rather constantly, though not always, wider in proportion to length, 
sometimes attains a rather larger size, and always differs in having the 
ventral valve nearly flat, or but slightly concave, instead of being distinctly 
so; while its dorsal valve is usually, but not always, a little less convex. 
The area of its ventral valve is likewise, in most examples, proportionally 
rather lower, and more tapering to the lateral extremities. Its surface 
strie are perceptibly coarser than in planumbona, or any of the other 
allied species of this horizon, and seem not to be nearly so distinctly 
crenated, particularly as the form described under the name plicata ; 
while they more frequently increase in number by bifurcation than in 
plicata or planumbona, instead of by intercalation, and the smaller ones 
sooner attain the size of the others, so that the whole present a more uni- 
form size. The perforation of its beak is more constant, and rather larger 
than in any of the others mentioned. It can be readily distinguished 
from all the other forms by the above mentioned external characters ; 
while internally it seems always to want the thickened and roughened 
zone around the anterior and later margins, seen in S. nutans, S. planum- 
bona, S. plicata, and the other allied resupinate forms of this region. 
Locality and position: Cincinnati group, at a horizon of about 300 feet above the 
Ohio, at Cincinnati. It also occurs at about the same horizon at many places in In- 


diana, Kentucky, Wisconsin, etc. Mr. James's, Mr. Shaffer’s, Mr. Dyer’s, Mr. Miller’s, 
and other collections at Cincinnati. 


STROPHOMENA FILITEXTA, Hall. 
Pl. 6, fig. 5 a, b, ¢, d. 
Leptena filiterta, Hall, 1847; Palseont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 111, pl. XX XT. B, figs. 3, a, b, 

c, d, e, f. 

Shophorcna filitexta, Hall, 1859; Regents’ 12th Ann. State Cab. Report, p. 70. 
? Strophomena neglecta, James, 1871; Cat. Lower Sil. Fossils of Cincinnati Group, p .9. 

Shell attaining a moderately large size, semi-oval, the length being 
always less than the breadth; hinge line generally greater than the 
breadth at any point farther forward; lateral extremities usually some- 
what acutely angular, and deflected; lateral margins a little sinuous 
posteriorly, and rounding to the semicircular front. 

Dorsal valve flat in the umbonal region, and evenly convex in the 
anterior central and lateral portions, and curving downward around the 
front and lateral margins; area narrow, or nearly linear, and directed 
obliquely backward and upward; beak not distinct from the margin of 
the area. : 

Ventral valve nearly flat, or slightly convex in the umbonal region, and 
broadly and deeply concave in all the central and anterior central parts, 
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but curving upward around the front and lateral margins nearly parallel 
to the free margins of the other valve; cardinal area of moderate height, 
extending the whole length of the hinge, but sloping rather distinctly 
from the beaks laterally, flat and directed nearly at right angles to that 
of the other valve; beak very small, and only projecting slightly beyond 
the margin of the area; foramen closed by the usual convex pseudo- 
deltidium, which is deeply sinuous on its inner margin, for the reception 
of the cardinal process of the other valve. Interior with cardinal edge 
but slightly prominent; hinge teeth sub-trigonal, oblique, and but moder- 
ately developed ; dental ridges prominent, strong, and encircling a rather 
large, deep, saucer-shaped cavity, one-third to one-half the length of the 
valve, and marked within by an obscure central ridge, and on each side 
of this by rather strong radiating furrows; anterior and lateral margins 
a little thickened within, and divided by the crossing, apparently, of the 
vascular markings, into short, obscure ridges; entire internal surface 
sometimes showing, under a magnifier, a very minute, obscurely granu- 
lar appearance. 

Surface of both valves ornamented by numerous fine, sub-equal, crowded, 
and rounded, radiating strie, that increase by intercalation, there being 
usually slightly larger ones at regular intervals, with three or four smaller 
ones between, on all the central regions of the valves, only the former of 
which extend nearly or quite to the beaks; before reaching the anterior 
and lateral margins, all of the smaller, excepting the shortest, increase 
nearly or quite to the size of the ıargest;; crossing the whole, there may 
be seen, by the aid of a magnifier, numerous much finer, closely crowded, 
concentric strie, and sometimes a few obscure, distant, stronger marks 
of growth. 

Length of a mature specimen, 1.35 inches; breadth, 1.82 inches; con- 
vexity, about 0.36 inch. 


I am not entirely sure that any of the specimens examined, showing 
the interior of the dorsal valve, belong to this species ; those believed to 
belong to it, yet examined, having the exterior either firmly imbedded 
in the matrix, or incrusted over by a growth of corals. These have the 
cardinal process, as in other allied forms, short and divided into two low 
diverging parts, directed obliquely forward and outward, and flattened 
or a little concave on their posterior sides; while the socket ridges on 
each side are very short and oblique. In the bottom of the valve three 
low, nearly parallel ridges start forward, from near the base of the cardi- 
nal process, the middle one of which is shortest, while the lateral extend 
to, or a little beyond, the middle of the valve. Two others also originate 
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behind the middle, between these three, and extend forward parallel to 
each other, farther than any of the others. Between these four longer 
ridges, three very slender, much smaller raised lines, may also sometimes 
be seen, while a large area of the central region of the valve, including 
the ridges mentioned, and a considerable space on each side of them, is 
occupied by small, but distinct granulations, that show a tendency to 
arrange themselves into radiating lines. 


This species seems to be quite different, and readily distinguished, 
from any of those mentioned before it, not only by its larger size, but by 
its internal characters. I am left in some doubt, however, whether the 
form called S. neglecta, in Mr. James’s list, is the same species as the 
filitexta, not having seen specimens showing its internal characters. 
Most of Mr. James’s type specimens of that shell show little or no differ- 
ence of form from those here referred to S. filitexta. One of them, how- 
ever, is much more elongated on the hinge line, and evidently had 
more acutely angular lateral extremities. They all, likewise, have nearly 
the same sized stris ; but the strise are much more distinctly crenated by 
the crossing of their more sharply defined, and rather more distant con- 
centric microscopic lines. Unless these shells may present some internal 
differences, however, I should think them probably not specifically dis- 
tinct from the other western shells usually referred to S. filitexta. 

Locality and position: ‘The typical specimens of this species were from the Trenton 
Limestone of New York. But. Prof. Hall mentions seeing it from the same horizon 
in Ohio; though the localities from which it was obtained in the latter State doubt- 
less belong to the Cincinnati group, which he at that time referred to the horizon of 
the Trenton. The specimens here under consideration came from the upper part of 
the Cincinnati group, in Clinton county, Ohio. 


STROPHOMENA SULCATA, de Verneuil.* 
Plate 5, figs. 4 a, b, ¢, d, e. 
Leptzna sulcata, de Verneuil, 1848; Bull. Geol. Soc. Fr., Vol. V., p. 350. 
? Strophomena sinuata, Emmons, 1855; Am. Geol., Vol. I., p. 199, fig. 61 (not James, 
1871). 
Strophomena sulcata, James, 1871; Cat. Fossils Cincinnati Group, p. 9. 

Shell small, more than semicircular in outline, moderately convex, 
sub-equivalve, the dorsalvalve being more convex at the middle of the 
front, and the ventral in the umbonal region; hinge line equaling the 
areatest breadth, lateral margins intersecting the hinge nearly at right 
angles, and rounding to the front, which is regularly rounded, or some- 
times faintly sinuous in the middle. Dorsal valve flat at the umbo, and 


* This and the first of the following species are peculiar in form, and perhaps belong 
to a different section from any of the others here described. 
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raised into a rounded, more or less prominent mesial elevation at the 
front ; beak scarcely distinct from the cardinal margin, which is provided 
with a very narrow area. Ventral valve a little convex at the umbo, and 
impressed, or bent so as to form a shallow mesial sinus at the front, that 
rarely extends back to the middle, provided with a well-defined, rather 
high area, that is flat and a little inclined back over the hinge; foramen 
closed by a triangular, convex, pseudo-deltidium ; beak not projecting or 
incurved, but inclined backward with the area, and perforated by a 
minute, circular aperture at the apex. Surface of both valves ornamented 
by rather fine, more or less bifurcating, radiating striae, crossed by rather 
distinct marks, and finer strie of growth. 

Length of a large specimen, 0.63 inch; breadth, 0.84 inch; convexity, 
0.20 inch. 


Although this is a common shell, specimens showing the interior are 
very rarely found, the valves nearly always being united. A single 
separate dorsal valve in Mr. James’s collection, however, shows the hinge, 
and a little of the interior. In this the cardinal process is seen to be 
short, and deeply bifid, with very diverging socket ridges on each side, 
and a small central ridge extending forward from its base. The sockets 
for the teeth of the other valve are well defined, and rather wide apart. 
The specimen is not in a condition to show the scars of the interior. 
None of the specimens I have yet seen show the hinge or interior of the 
ventral valve. 

This is a well marked species, readily distinguished from all the other 
known forms in our rocks, excepting the next, which it nearly resembles. 

I am in some doubt whether it was this, or the following type, that was 
figured and described by Dr. Emmons, under the name S. sinuata, in his 
American Geology. His figure certainly agrees better with this than 
with the next, especially in convexity, as shown by his profile view; 
while his other figure shows the stronger concentric markings and finer 
strie of this form. On the other hand, he gives Cincinnati as the locality 
of his type, at which place the sulcata does not occur; while the sinuata 
of James does occur at, or near, that city. The S. sulcata, however, being 
a common species, and in the cabinets of all of the Cincinnati geologists, 
it is quite possible that Dr. Emmons might have received it from some 
person living there, and supposed that it was found at that locality. 


Locality and position: Butler, Warren, Clinton and Preble counties, Ohio; also at 
Richmond and other localities in Indiana, always in the upper part of the Cincinnati 
group. It is not found at Cincinnati, the highest beds there being, apparently, below 
its proper horizon. I am under obligations to Mr. James and Mr. Shaffer for the 
specimens studied, and for a knowledge of its geological horizon. 
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STROPHOMENA SINUATA, James. 
Plate 5, figs. 5 a,b, c, d, e, f. 


Strophomena sinuata, James, 1871; Catalogue Fossils Cincinnati Group, p. 9 (not of 
Emmons, 1855 ?). 


Shell semicircular, or forming rather more than a semicircle, mod- 
erately convex, with valves nearly equal, the dorsal being most convex 
in the central and anterior regions, and the ventral near the umbo; 
hinge nearly or quite equaling the greatest breadth; lateral margins 
forming more or less nearly right angles with the hinge line, or some- 
times rounding a little to the same, and rounding regularly to the front, 
which forms a semicircular curve, with rarely a slight sinuosity at the 
middle. 

Dorsal valve flat at the beak, which is not distinct from the cardinal 
margin, usually a little raised in the middle at the front, so as to form a 
low, broad, undefined mesial prominence; cardinal area narrow and in- 
clined backward; interior with a low, small, deeply bipartite cardinal 
process, from which diverge three small ridges, the two lateral of which 
extend obliquely outward to form the margins of the rather well defined 
sockets for the reception of the teeth of the other valve, while the third 
ridge is central, and extends a short distance forward ; muscular scars 
not visible in any specimen examined. 

Ventral valve moderately convex at the umbo, which is not very prom- 
inent or arched, and has a minute perforation at the apex; front with 
usually a broad, shallow, undefined depression ; lateral regions more or 
less nearly flat; cardinal area well developed, tapering to the lateral ex- 
tremities, flat, and inclined more or less obliquely backward; foramen 
closed by a prominent, triangular deltidium; interior showing small, 
somewhat saucer-shaped cavity, formed by the low, sharp dental lamine, 
extending forward from the inner side of the rather well-developed 
oblique cardinal teeth, and curving a little toward each other, without 
meeting at their inner ends; muscular scars not visible in any speci- 
mens examined. 

Surface of both valves ornamented with rather coarse radiating stria, 
most of which bifurcate once or oftener, while occasionally a shorter one 
is intercalated between two longer ; crossing the whole, occasional small 
marks of growth, and finer, but obscure, concentric strie may be seen by 
the aid of a lens, on well preserved specimens. 

Length of a rather large specimen, 0.65 inch ; breadth, 0.88 inch; con- 
vexity, 0.30 inch. 
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This form is so nearly like the last, in nearly all its known characters, 
that I would more decidedly question the propriety of separating them, 
if it were not for the fact that they occur, as I am informed by Mr. James 
and the other geologists of Cincinnati, at horizons separated by about 
300 feet of strata, in which neither form is found. About the only essen- 
tial differences between them are the followin: In the first place, S. 
sulcata has the sinus in the front of its ventral valve nearly always 
deeper (sometimes decidedly so), and the corresponding elevation of the 
other valve more prominent, while its strie are almost always a shade 
finer than in the form under consideration. It is also generally a little 
less compressed, particularly around the free margins, which usually 
show stronger sub-imbricating marks of growth. 

These differences, although not striking, are readily perceptible in 
almost all the varieties of each, so much so, indeed, that the two shells 
are never confounded by collectors. Still, the analogous 8S. antiquata of 
Sowerby, as illustrated by Mr. Davidson, might apparently be readily 
separated on more strongly marked characters, into several species. 


Locality and position: Near Cincinnati, Ohio, in the Cincinnati group, 350 feet 
above low water of the Ohio. 


(Non-resupinate species.) 
STROPHOMENA ALTERNATA (Conr.), Emmons. 


Plate 7, figs. 1a to g. 


Leptena alternata, Conrad, 1838; Ann. Geol. Rep. N. Y., p. 115 (without figure or 
description) ; ?de Verneuil, 1845, Geol. Russia and Ural Mts., part Palewont., p. 225, 
pl. 14, figs. 6 a, b; Hall, 1847, Paleont. N. Y., Vol. 1, p. 102 and 286, pl. XX XI, 
figs. 1 a-n, XXXI. A, figs. 1 a-h, and pl. 79, figs. 2a tol. | 

Strophomena alternata, Conrad, 1839; Ann. Geol. Report, N. Y., p. 63; also Ib., 1840, p. 
201, and 1841, p. 37 (all without fig. or description); Emmons, 1842, Geol. Rep. N. 
Y., 2d Dist., p. 195, fig. 3; Hall, 1859, Regents’ 12th Ann. State Cab. Nat. Hist. Re- 
port, p. 70. 

Strophomena nasuta, Conrad, 1842; Jour. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., Vol. VIII., p. 260; 
Emmons, 1845, Geol. Report, p. 403, fig. 3. 

Leptena alternistriata, Hall, 1847; Paleeont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 109, pl. XX XI. B, fig. 1 
a,b, c. 

Strophomena alternistriata, Hall, 1859; Regents’ 12th Ann. State Cab. Nat. Hist. Report, 
p. 70. 


Shell attaining a large size, semi-oval, the breadth being nearly always 
greater than the length, but varying from about equal to the latter to the 
proportions of near nine to seven; hinge line as long as the breadth of 
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the valves at any point farther forward, or somewhat Ionger; lateral ex- 
Cremities rectangular, or a little more or less than rectangular, sometimes 
Compressed and moderately deflected; lateral margins straight, a little 
°Onvex, or slightly sinuous posteriorly, and rounding forward to the front, 
Which is semicircular in outline, or sometimes so prominent and nar- 
Owly rounded in the middle as to impart a sub-trigonal form to the gen- 

"Tal outline of the valves. 
. rsal valve flattened in the umbonal and cardinal regions; and 
tio. tly, or more or less strongly concave in the central and anterior por- 
Qs, and curved upward around the anterior and lateral margins ; beak 
nay els but projecting slightly beyond the edge of the area, which is very 
yy, Ow, or sub-linear, and directed nearly backward. Interior with car- 
R process strong, directed obliquely forward, with its two divisions 
Ustinctly diverging, and flattened and longitudinally striated on their 
posterior faces; sockets for the reception of the teeth of the other valve 
rather well defined ; socket ridges very small, and uniting behind the 
cardinal process to form a kind of false deltidium; muscular scars com- 
paratively small, but deeply impressed near the cardinal process on each 
side of a small, short, mesial ridge, and nearly surrounded by a low 
obtuse ridge formed by the thickening of the adjacent internal surface 
of the valve ; anterior and lateral margins more or less thickened and 
geniculated within (especially in adult shells), the thickened zone being 
transversely furrowed, and sometimes granular, while outside of it the 
immediate edge of the valve is suddenly flattened, and minutely striated 

and granulated. 

Ventral valve a little convex at the umbo, but generally much com- 

Pressed over the whole visceral region, in the adult (which includes the 
Whole surface of the young and half-grown shell), but becoming more 
nvex (sometimes strongly so) anteriorly, or anterio-centrally and later- 
ally » and thence more or less curved up to the anterior and lateral mar- 
NS; area of moderate hoight, flat, and directed obliquely backward 
‘early at right angles to that of the other valve; beak very small, 
“arcely distinct from the margin of the area, and minutely perforated ; 
ramen broadly triangular, and arched over above by the pseudo-del- 
H \um, which is very deeply sinuous on its inner edge, the sinus being 
hearly or quite closed by the dental process and pseudo-deltidium of the 
oNer valve. 

Nterior with cardinal margin somewhat carinate within; hinge teeth 
Moderately prominent, remote, and widely divergent; dental ridges 
obscure, and extending obliquely outward and forward, but not produced 
Or CUrving to surround a saucer-shaped cavity for the muscular scars ; 
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scars of adductor muscles narrow, long and closely approximated, or 
almost in contact; those of cardinal muscles on each side very large, fan- 
shaped, but shallow, separated sometimes by a small ridge in advance of 
the adductor scars, and marked by radiating furrows and ridges; while 
the anterior and lateral regions are usually marked by strie and scatter- 
ing granules. 

Surface of both valves ornamented by numerous radiating stri&, that 
increase in number, on the ventral valve, mainly by intercalation, and 
are usually arranged with one to six or eight smaller and shorter ones 
between each two larger and more prominent ones, the largest one of 
which often occupies the mesial line; while on the dorsal valve they 
more frequently increase by division, and are generally of more uniform 
small size. On well preserved specimens all the radiating lines are 
crossed by numerous very minute, regular, closely arranged concentric 
strie, that are invisible without the aid of a magnifier; a few mod- 
erately distinct, sub-imbricating marks are also often seen near the free 
margins of adult shells. 

Length of a rather large specimen (of medium convexity), 1.52 inches; 
breadth, 1.84 inches; convexity, 0.36 inch. 


This shell varies considerably in convexity, and in the nature of its 
strize, as well as in outline, etc.; and these dffferences have been some- 
times considered to indicate several distinct species. It seems to me, 
however, that there are so many gradations connecting these different 
forms, that they can scarcely be regarded as more than varieties. 
Though, after all, it is to a considerable extent a matter of fancy whether 
such differences as characterize at least some of these, should be con- 
sidered specific, or a3 only distinguishing varieties. The following differ- 
ences of form and other characters may be observed among the speci- 
mens here included under this species : 


1. S. alternata, proper.— Viewing Dr. Emmons’ figure (the first ever published of the 
species) as representing the typical form, it may be briefly characterized as semi- 
oval, and rather depressed, with nearly rectangular lateral extremities, a regularly 
rounded front, and alternately larger and smaller surface strie. 

2. Var. nasuta, Con.—Sub-trigonal in outline, usually smaller and more gibbous than 
the typical form, with a more or less prominent obtuse, undefined mesial ridge, and 
generally a larger mesial striz, on the ventral valve, the ridge being continued to 
the middle of the front, to which it usually imparts a narrowly rounded or sub- 
angular outline; ventral valve often becoming very convex, and the dorsal very 
concave in the anterior central and anterior lateral regions, from which they are 
both strongly curved upward to the anterior and anterior lateral margins. (See pl. 
7, figs. 2 a to c.) 
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3. Var. alternistriata, Hall.—Differing very little from the typical form. Was separated 
mainly upon its supposed greater proportional breadth, and the more uniform size 
of the strise of its dorsal valve. This uniform character of the strie of the dorsal 
valve, however, is by no means confined to this variety of form; while even among 
the specimens figured by Prof. Hall as true aliernata, some are more extended later- 
ally than the typical specimen of alternistriata. 

4. Var. lororhytis, Meek.—Attains a large size, moderately convex antero-centrally, or 
rather depressed ; much extended on the hinge line, with lateral extremities acutely 
angular, flattened, and scarcely deflected ; area very narrow; both valves marked 
near the cardinal margin, toward the lateral extremities, by six to eight distinct, 
very oblique wrinkles on each side. 

5. Var. fracta, Meek.—Very thin and fragile, smaller than the typical form, much 
compressed, decidedly semi-oval, the length equaling, or slightly exceeding, the 
breadth ; lateral extremities rectangular, and not deflected; lateral margins gen- 
erally straight or a little convex in outline behind, and rounding forward to the 
regularly rounded front; surface as in the typical form, excepting that there are 
usually more strongly marked imbricating laminz of growth around near the free 
margins; interior of dorsal valve with muscular scars removed proportionally 
farther forward from the cardinal process than in the typical and other varieties. 
(See pl. 7, figs. 3 a to e.) 


Of these five varieties, the last two seem to be the most marked. I 
have not seen any specimens that I could be sure belonged to the variety 
loxorhytis, showing the interior; but its much extended and obliquely 
wrinkled lateral extremities give it a peculiar appearance. The last 
variety (fracta) occurs in great numbers together, and is always very 
thin, distinctly compressed, and very narrow in proportion to its length. 
Although smaller than most of the other varieties, its strongly marked 
lamine of growth near the free margins, and the uniformity of size 
observed among the specimens, seem to indicate that it is not a young 
shell; and the difference in the position of its muscular scars, men- 
tioned above, seems to be constant. My attention was called to this lat- 
ter form by S. A. Miller, Esq., of Cincinnati, who noticed it in some re- 
marks before the Cincinnati Society of Natural History, during the win- 
ter of 1872, without proposing a name for it. 


Locality and position: Strophomena alternata has an extensive vertical and horizontal 
range in the Lower Silurian rocks of this country, being found in the Trenton lime- 
stone of New York, Wisconsin, Tennessee and other States, as well as in Canada. It 
also occurs in the Cincinnati group, in Ohio, Indiana, Kentucky, Tennessee, New 
York, Canada, ete. In Ohio, none of its varieties occur much below the horizon of 
the tops of the hills at Cincinnati; but they nearly all, excepting perhaps the varie- 
ties fracta, nasuta and loxorhytis, range through most of the beds of the group above 
that horizon in Ohio. It has also been identified in Russia. 
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Genus ORTHIS, Dalman, 1828. 
(Kongl. Vet. Acad., Handl., p. 96.) 
(Resupinaie species.) 
ORTHIS RETRORSA, Salter? 

Plate 11, figs. 7 a, 6, ¢, d, e.f- 

Orthis retrorsa, Salter, 1858; Mem. Geol. Survey Great Britain, Vol. 2, p. 373, pl. 27, 
figs. 3 and 4; Billings, 1862, New Species Lower Silurian Fossils, p. 136, figs. 112 
and 113, and Paleeoz. Fossils, Vol. (1865) 1, same p. and figures. 

Orthis Kennicotti, McChesney; Descrip. New Sp. Fossils from the Paleozoic Rocks of the 
Western States, p. 78, dated 1861. 

Orthis Carleyi, Hall, 1861; Regents’ 13th State Cab. N. Hist. Report, p. 120, with wood- 
cut. 

Orthis porcata, Davidson (pars), 1871; Monogr. Brit. Foss. Brach. (Silurian), p. 250, 
(McCoy? 1843). 

Shell attaining a medium size, varying from transversely sub-oval to 
truncato-sub-oval, or sub-quadrate, the length being about four-fifths its 
breadth ; hinge line shorter than the greatest breadth of the valves, or 
about equaling their length, with its lateral extremities abruptly rounded, 
or very obtusely sub-angular ; lateral margins more or less convex in out- 
line, and rounding to the front, which is either regularly rounded, or 
somewhat straightened along the middle; valves decidedly unequal, or 
concavo-convex. . 

Dorsal valve evenly, and sometimes rather distinctly convex, the most 
prominent part being near, or a little behind the middle, with the ante- 
rior and lateral slopes, particularly the anterior, more gradual than the 
posterior ; umbonal convexity projecting a little beyond the hinge ; beak 
incurved ; area of moderate height, but with its sharp margins sloping 
off to nothing near the extremities of the hinge, more or less strongly 
incurved, so as sometimes to stand at right angles to the plane of the 
valves ; foramen broad-triangular. Interior unknown. 

Ventral valve convex at the point of the beak, and thence sloping 
toward the lateral and anterior margins; the anterior central, and some- 
times the lateral regions, being more or less concave; beak obtuse, or 
abruptly pointed, and strongly inclined forward; cardinal area broad- 
triangular, well defined, flat, and so distinctly inclined forward as to 
place the apex of the beak some distance in front of the hinge margin; 
foramen narrow-triangular, being often a little higher than wide, and 
extending to the apex of the beak. 

Interior with muscular cavity rather deep, distinctly quadrangular, 
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scarcely reaching the middle of the valve, and sharply defined by a raised 
margin, which is perfectly straight and uninterrupted across the front ;* 
while its lateral margins are each waved a little outward along the mid- 
dle, to make room, as it were, for the scars of the ventral adjustor muscles, : 
which are moderately distinct from those of the longer triangular divari- 
cators ; scars of the adductor muscles well defined, and occupying a narrow 
sub-cordate depression, which tapers gradually forward to an acute ex- 
tremity between the anterior ends of the divaricator scars. Hinge teeth 
apparently rather small and weak. Vascular markings consisting of two 
principal trunks, starting from the anterior lateral angles of the muscular 
cavity, and each immediately dividing so as to send one main branch 
obliquely outward and backward, with more or less sub-divisions; and 
another forward with an inward curve, and also giving off more or less 
sub-divisions on the anterior lateral side. 

Surface ornamented by rather coarse, rounded, radiating strie, some of 
which, on the ventral valve, are entirely simple, and others bifurcate 
once or twice; while on the dorsal, they increase in number by the inter- 
calation of shorter ones between the longer; there being, on a moderate- 
sized adult shell, about three series of the intercalated ones, the longest 
of which nearly reach the beak, and soon become as large as the largest, 
and between these there are a few very short, small ones, near the free 
margins, and a few others of intermediate length and thickness. A few 
rather distinct imbricating marks of growth are usually seen near the 
free margins of adult specimens; while under a magnifier, minute, con- 
centric lines may be seen crossing the stris: and interspaces, and on pro- 
tected parts of the surface a strong magnifier also shows very minute 
asperities, regularly arranged, and having the appearance of minute, 
hollow spine-bases, that sometimes leave minute pits when entirely 
worn off. 

Breadth of a moderately large specimen, 1.17 inches; length, 0.95 inch ; 
convexity, 0.47 inch. 


This is a very well marked species, that may be distinguished at a 
glance, by its external characters alone, from all of our other large Lower 
Silurian forms, particularly by the peculiar character of having the flat, 
broadly triangular area of the ventral valve so strongly inclined forward 





* Since this was written I have received from Mr. Dyer another specimen of this 
valve, of larger size, showing the anterior side of the muscular cavity to be deeply 
emarginate in the middle (see fig. 7 d, of plate 11); thus showing that this species 
either varies considerably in this character, or that there are two species confounded 
under the one name in the West. 
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as to place the beak of this valve some distance in front of the hinge line. 
It is with considerable doubt that I have adopted the conclusion, rather 
generally maintained, that this form is the same as that described by Mr. 
Salter, though it may be so. It certainly resembles his figure quite 
closely; but if the shell described by him is only a variety of O. porcata, 
as is believed by the best English authorities, the fact that we do not 
find the American form shading into any shell agreeing with O. porcata, 
would seem to indicate that it is either distinct from O. retrorsa, or that 
the latter can scarcely be a mere variety of O. porcata. We have shells 
here, such as O. sinuata and O. occidentalis, that represent O. porcata, but 
the form under consideration is clearly and constantly distinct from 
these. 


Locality and position: At or above the middle of the Cincinnati group of the Lower 
Silurian. In Southern Ohio, Prof. Orton informs me that the vertical range of this 
shell is restricted to a thin bed of only a foot or so in thickness. He found it, how- 
ever, at Madison, Indiana, at a higher horizon in the same series. Mr. Billings refers 
to O. retrorsa, a smaller shell, found in the same series near Ottawa, Bellville, etc., in 
Canada. Several authors give Cincinnati as the locality from which they obtained 
this species. 


ORTHIS SUBQUADRATA, Hall. 
Plate 9, figs. 2 6 to g. 


Orthis subquadrata, Hall; Paleont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 126, pl. XXXII. A, figs. 1 a-o; 
and in Wisconsin Report, 1862, p. 54, figs. 1 and 2. . 


Shell attaining about a medium size, rather distinctly resupinate, 
somewhat wider than long, subquadrate in general outline; moderately 
convex ; cardinal margin shorter than the breadth of the valves, and 
rounding abruptly at the extremities into the lateral margins, which 
round and converge forward; front a little sinuous or straightened at 
the middle. 

Dorsal vaWe more convex than the other, its most prominent part 
being near the middle; mesial sinus small, and rather shallow, some- 
times continued back nearly to the umbo, or in other instances scarcely 
more than reaching the middle ; beak very short, or little distinct from 
the edge of the area, and more or less arched; area narrow, directed 
obliquely backward and downward. Interior with scars of the adductor 
muscles moderately distinct, the posterior pair being situated close back 
under the brachial processes, one on each side of a well defined rounded 
ridge, that becomes suddenly smaller between the anterior pair; cardinal 
process rhombic sub-conical, moderately prominent, and having its pos- 
terior side marked by deeply impressed divaricating strie; sockets well 
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defined ; brachial processes rather strong, and directed obliquely forward 
and laterally ; internal surface, excepting the radiately striated front 
and lateral margins, nearly smooth. 

Ventral valve a little convex at the umbo, and flat, or slightly con- 
cave, between the umbo and the front and lateral margins, but sometimes 
having a low, very obscure mesial elevation toward the front ; beak small, 
and very short, or scarcely equaling that of the other valve, arched at 
the apex, but not strongly incurved ; area about twice as high as that of 
the other valve, well defined, tapering rather rapidly toward the lateral 
extremities, arched with the beak, and directed backward and downward 
at decidedly less than a right angle to that of the other valve; foramen 
broad-triangular, and partly occupied by the cardinal process of the other 
valve. Interior with muscular scars occupying a rather deep, hilobate 
impression extending nearly or quite to the middle of the valve, and 
usually defined by a low ridge most distinct on each side; scars of ad- 
ductor muscles small, separated by a mere trace of a raised line; those 
of the divaricator muscles of moderate size, longitudinally striated, and 
having their narrowed posterior ends extending backward nearly to a 
small, triangular, transversely striated space occupying the interior of 
the beak; those of the ventral adjustor muscles smaller and shorter 
than the divaricators, and situated nearly under the hinge teeth, which 
are moderately prominent, sub-trigonal and oblique ; vascular markings 
with their lateral divisions curving up backward and sending off several 
branches, while the other divisions extend forward and bifurcate so as to 
occupy the anterior region ; anterior and lateral margins crenate within 
by very short strie. 

Surface of both valves ornamented by moderately stout, radiating 
strie, the posterior lateral of which curve so strongly outward that a few 
of them run out on the cardinal edge before reaching the lateral mar- 
gins; strie of ventral valve nearly always increasing by bifurcation 
(some of them dividing two or three times) ; while those on the dorsal 
Valve generally increase by the intercalation of shorter ones between the 
longer. A few distant, sub-imbricating marks of growth are sometimes 
seen toward tne front and lateral margins; while on perfectly preserved 
specimens, the radiating strie may sometimes be seen to be roughened 
by minute elevated concentric lines, that are more or less interrupted in 
crossing some of the stri®. 

Length of a rather large, well-developed specimen, 0.96 inch ; breadth, 
1.30 inches; convexity, 0.43 inch. 


This is a very well-marked species, readily distinguished from all of 
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its associates by its transversely subquadrate form, the strongly curved 
direction of its posterior lateral striw, its nearly equal beaks, rather nar- 
row area, and rounded posterior angles. It also presents well marked 
internal differences from the other species of its size in the group. 


Locality and position: Upper part of the Cincinnati group, at Oxford and various 
localities in Ohio; Richmond and Madison, Indiana; Maysville, Kentucky, ete. Prof. 
Hall cites Cincinnati, Ohio, as one of its localities, but it does not occur there, the 
beds exposed there being below its horizon in the series in this State. I am 
indebted to Mr. James, Mr. Shaffer, and Mr. Miller, of Cincinnati, for fine specimens 
of this species. 


ORTHIS OCCIDENTALIS, Hall. 
Plate 9, figs. 3 a to h. 


Orthis occidentalis, Hall, 1847; Palswont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 127, pl. XXXII. A, figs. 2 
a-m; and pl. XXXII. B, figs. 1 a-i. 

f Orthis sinuata, Hall; Jb., p. 128, pl. X XXII. B, figs. 2 a-s. 

? Orthis subjugata, Hall; Jb., p. 129, pl. XXXII. C, figs. 1 a-m. 


Shell attaining a moderately large size, wider than long, varying from 
transversely subquadrate to semi-oval, becoming quite gibbous with age; 
hinge line exceeding, about equaling, or sometimes a little less, than the 
breadth of the valves at any part farther forward; lateral extremities 
moderately compressed, varying from rather acutely to more or less 
obtusely angular; lateral margins often a little sinuous behind, but 
sometimes straight or convex in outline, but rounding to the front, 
which is nearly always a little sinuous, and sometimes rather decidedly 
so, in the middle. 

Dorsal valve more convex than the other, especially in the large adult 
examples, its greatest convexity being generally a little behind the mid- 
dle, on each side of a shallow, undefined mesial sinus, generally extend- 
ing from the front to the umbonal region, but sometimes nearly or quite 
obsolete, or only represented by a slight flattening along the middle; 
swell of the umbo comparatively prominent, and often projecting back- 
ward farther than the beak of the other valve; beak rather strongly in- 
curved; area of moderate height in the middle, but sloping to the lateral 
extremities, sharp along the margin, and more or less strongly incurved ; 
foramen broad-triangular, and not closed by the cardinal process. In- 
terior with scars of the adductor muscles situated on each side of a low 
mesial ridge, which is narrower between the anterior than the posterior 
pair, which latter are placed far back under the brachial processes, and 
rather strongly striated, but without well defined margins; anterior 
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, It somewhat trigonal, and usually each separated from the "posterior 
gi, “U obscure transverse ridge, but without well defined anterior mar- 
Or S; cardinal process merely presenting the appearance of a compressed 

arp ridge, much lower than the surface of the cardinal area; sockets 
distinct ; brachial processes directed forward and more or less laterally, 
usually sharp on their inner under edges ; vascular scars unknown. 
Ventral valve most convex at or near the apex of the beak, from near 
which it slopes more rapidly to the front and lateral margins than to the 
anterior lateral, the anterior region being impressed so as to form a broad, 
more or less deep, undefined mesial sinus, that dies out before reaching 
the umbo; beak rather elevated, but not projecting backward, abruptly 
pointed, very nearly straight, or sometimes slightly arched at the point ; 
cardinal area rather high at the beak, but sloping to the lateral extremi- 
ties, flat or slightly arched, and usually standing nearly at right angles 
to the plane of the valve; foramen generally higher than its breadth at 
the hinge line, and extending to the apex of the beak. Interior show- 
ing the cardinal margin to be prominent and sharp, and the hinge teeth 
well developed ; cavity for the reception*of the muscular scars deep, 
nearly or quite reaching the middle of the valve, obcordate in form, and 
bounded by a prominent ridge continued forward from the bases of the 
hinge teeth, and curved a little backward at the central point of the 
front, where they meet ; impressions of the divaricator muscles (cardinal, 
of some) deep; while those of the adjustors are so small, and pushed so 
far aside, as to occupy the sides of the dental plates, and thus to be out 
of sight in a direct view; those left by the adductors are narrow, elon- 
gated, and situated on each side of a mesial ridge that is divided along 
the middle by so wide and distinct a furrow as to appear almost like two 
linear ridges ; transversely striated cavity within the beak very small, 
and broad-triangular; free margin crenate within, while the surface 
between this and the deeply impressed muscular cavity is usually 
‘MOoth, or sometimes very minutely and obscurely corrugated ; vascu- 
kr Markings unknown. | 
ürface of both valves ornamented by distinct, rather prominent radi- 
ating strie, which, on the dorsal valve, nearly always increase by inter- 
lation, and curved gradually outward, on the posterior lateral regions; 
while on the ventral valve they generally increase by bifurcation, and 
are nearly straight on all parts. A few distant, imbricating marks ot 
growth are also usually seen around the free margins of adult examples ; 
while well-preserved specimens show minute, but not crowded, promi- 
nent, concentric lines crossing the much larger radiating strie, and the 
furrows between them. ) 


7 
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Length of a mature, rather gibbous specimen, 1 inch; breadth, 1.24 
inches; convexity, 0.80 inch. Some examples are proportionally decid- 
edly broader, and others a little less so. 


This species differs so clearly from the last, both in form and the details 
of its internal characters, that it seems to me unnecessary to enter upon 
a comparison of the two shells. On the other hand, however, it seems to 
be so connected by intermediate forms with O. sinuata of Hall, that Iam 
inclined to believe them only varieties of the same species, although the 
typical forms of the two proposed species occur at somewhat different 
horizons; the O. sinuata being found at the horizon of about 350 feet above 
the river at Cincinnati, and the O. occidentalis at higher horizons in some 
of the counties farther northward and eastward in the same group of 
rocks. The Cincinnati shells (see 4 a-f) attain a somewhat larger size, 
and are not so produced on the hinge line as some examples of O. occident- 
alis; while they often have a more or less defined, mesial, rounded ridge 
(fig. 4 a and d) on the anterior slope of the dorsal valve, where we usually 
see a sinus in the O. occidentafis. This ridge, however, often fades away, 
and is sometimes (indeed frequently) entirely wanting in the Cincinnati 
specimens, and we find among them all gradations in this character, so 
that those with the ridge and those without it, merge gradually into each 
other. Again, at the localities where the typical forms of O. occidentalzs 
occur, we find all gradations between those that have the mesial sinus of 
the dorsal valve well defined, to others in which no traces of it can be 
seen; so that it would be exceedingly difficult to separate the varieties of 
O. occidentalis from some forms of O. sinuata. 

It is worthy of note, however, that although these variations do occur 
among the specimens from both horizons, I have seen no examples from 
the localities and position where typical specimens of O. occidentalis occur, 
with the mesial ridge on the dorsal valve seen on typical specimens 
of O. sinuata; nor any from the localities where O. sinuata occurs, with 
the mesial sinus sometimes seen on the same valve of O. occidentalis. The 
Cincinnati specimens of O. sinuata, before me, also generally have the beak 
and area of the ventral valve a little more inclined or curved backward 
than in authentic examples of O. occidentalis, but not always. Some of 
them, also, have rather finer stris, but again they vary in this character 
also. There may possibly be two species among these shells from the two 
horizons'; but with those I have yet had for study it seems scarcely pos- 
sible to separate them. It is easy enough to pick out a number of typical 
examples of each, but when we undertake to separate a collection of 
specimens from the two horizons, we meet with many that cannot be 
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Separated from either variety, and yet might apparently, with equal 
propriety, be referred to either or both. | 
In regard to O. subjugata, Hall, I would remark that there appears to 
be no reason to separate it from O. sinuata, whatever may be thought of 
the propriety of including the latter as a variety of O. occidentalis. 
Several] European authors have expressed the opinion that all of these 
proposed species are really only varieties of O. porcata, McCoy. In this 
opinion, however, I cannot concur. Mr. Davidson’s beautiful figures of 
that shell show it not only to differ in being generally proportionally 
longer, with a shorter hinge, but those of the interior of the ventral valve 
show the cavity for the reception of the muscular scars to have an en- 
tirely different form, being much more deeply emarginated in front, with 
the two divisions more angular than in the American shell; while that 
species has its adjustor muscular scars quite distinctly visible in a direct 
view, instead of being crowded laterally out of sight, as in the shells 
under consideration. There are also differences in the strix that have 
been ysointed out by Mr. Davidson. 


Locality and position: The specimens of O. occidentalis that I have studied were, in 
part, presented by Mr. James to the Smithsonian Institution, and in part collected by 
Mr. Case and myself. Those collected by Mr. James came from the upper part of the 
Cincinnati group, in Butler county, Ohio; and those collected by Mr. Case and my- 
xlf were found at the same horizon at Richmond, Indiana. It also occurs at Oxford, 
Ohio, and Madison, Indiana, as well as at Savannah, Illinois, and in Iowa, Wisconsin, 

and at other localities in these States, at the same horizon. Prof. Hall mentions 

Cincinnati as one of the localities, but I have not seen the typical form from there; 

though the variety, or species O. sinuala, occurs near the tops of the hills at that city, 

48 already stated. 


ORTHIS INSCULPTA, Hall. 


Plate 9, figs. 1 a to h. 


Orthis ensculyta, Hall, 1847; Pal®ont. N. Y., Vol. L, p. 125, pl. XX XIL, figs. 12 a, b, c. 

She 
rate 
less 


1} generally rather under medium size, wider than long, subquad- 
» OF transversely truncato-sub-oval ; hinge line nearly always a little 
than the greatest breadth of the valves, and meeting the lateral 
MEIN at an angle of usually more than ninety degrees; lateral mar- 
Bins Senerally moderately convex in outline, at or near the middle, 
an TOunding regularly to the front, which is nearly always a little 
FMUOUS in the middle ; valves moderately and nearly equally convex. 
“°r8al valve with its greatest convexity usually a little behind the 
middle, on each side of a narrow, but moderately deep mesial sinus, that 
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extends from the beak to the front; posterior lateral regions distinctly 
compressed ; beak but little prominent, and more or less incurved; area 
moderately developed, narrowing rather rapidly to the lateral extremi- 
ties, directed backward, and more or less strongly arched ; foramen broad- 
triangular, and partly occupied by the cardinal process, which usually 
projects slightly beyond the surface of the area, and is laterally com- 
pressed. Interior showing the brachial processes to be rather prominent 
and diverging ; and the sockets for the reception of the teeth of the other 
valve distinct ; scars of the adductor muscles (occlusors of some) situated 
on each side of a strong, prominent mesial ridge, behind the middle of 
the valve, those of the posterior pair being very narrow antero-posteriorly, 
and placed back directly under the brachial processes, nearly out of sight 
in a direct view; while the anterior pair are larger, oval in form, and 
extend forward nearly to the middle of the valve; vascular markings 
consisting of two principal lateral trunks that extend outward and for- 
ward from the anterior adductor scars, but immediately bifurcate, send- 
ing each a main division. backward and outward, and another forward, 
each with subordinate branches; while between these principal trunks 
there are two pairs of smaller ones, and traces of a few other still smaller, 
all directed forward. 

Ventral valve about as convex as the other, but having its most gib- 
bous part farther back, near the umbo, from which point its surface 
slopes off regularly to the front and lateral margins, without any distinct 
mesial elevation or depression ; beak moderately prominent, or projecting 
backward more or less beyond that of the other valve, and somewhat 
arched, but not properly incurved; area two or three times as high as 
that of the other valve near the beak, and sloping off rather rapidly to 
the lateral extremities, directed obliquely backward and downward, and 
a little arched with the beak; foramen usually higher than wide. Inte- 
rior showing hinge teeth to be prominent and sub-trigonal ; cavity for 
the reception of the muscular impréssions scarcely extending forward to 
the middle of the valve, tapering a little toward the front, where it is 
more or less emarginate in the middle, moderately well defined by a 
rather obscure marginal ridge, and divided within, longitudinally, by a 
low, double ridge, that usually extends forward beyond the muscular 
cavity, where it suddenly contracts to a very narrow, obscure single ridge, 
that again expands, or bifurcates farther forward ; scars of the divaricator 
and adjustor muscles not very distinctly separated, and those of the ad- 
ductors not clearly seen in the specimens examined ; ovarian areas com- 
paratively rather large, and each occupied by a number of raised, linear, 
rather distant, and sometimes bifurcate ridges or lines that radiate for- 
ward and laterally. 
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Surface of both valves ornamented by distinct radiating stri&, that 
Increase both by division and intercalation, and are crossed by much 
smaller, regular, distinctly defined, imbricating concentric marks, that 
are more prominent between, than upon the radiating strie, and present 
a zig-zag appearance, by being deflected backward on the striz, and 
forward in the depression between them; a few much stronger imbricat- 
ing mnarks of growth are also usually seen near the free margins of adult 
spec: 1 rm ens. 
Length of a mature specimen not quite of the largest size, 0.60 inch; 
bradth, 0.78 inch; convexity, 0.35 inch. 


This is a well marked species, that will be distinguished at a glance 
frona zany of the foregoing by its smaller size, more nearly equally convex 
valwes, and particularly by its distinct, regular, imbricating markings, 
which give an ornate scolloped appearance to the furrows between the 
radiating strie. It also presents well defined internal differences. The 
Presence of a mesial sinus, extending to the beak, on its dorsal valve, and 
the absence of any corresponding fold on the other, are constant charac- 
ers in this species. 

I have no authentic specimens of O. bellarugosa, Conrad, at hand for 
©M Parison, but, judging from the figures and description of the same 

sven in the New York Paleontology, as well as from Mr. Conrad’s original 
Wri ption, his species would seem to be very closely related, in its ex- 
wrnal characters, to this; the chief difference being its smaller size. 


Inalig, and position: Upper part of the Cincinnati group, at Oxford, Lebanon, and 
"us Localities in Butler, Warren, and Clinton counties. Prof. Hall also cites it 
from Cincinnati, Ohio; but the collectors there say it is not found at that locality, 
1Or iy we here in that State, below the upper part of the Cincinnati group; though 
Prof. EX.a11) also cites it from the Trenton in New York. Iam under obligations for the 
use of tam excellent series of specimens of this species, sent on to the Smithsonian 
Institution by Mr. James and Mr. Shaffer, of Cincinnati, and for a few from Mr. 
' Kelley O’Neall, of Lebanon, Ohio. 


ORTHIS BOREALIS, Billings. 
Plate 8, figs. 4 a to f. 
Orthig Borealis, Billings, 1859; Canadian Naturalist, Vol. IV., p. 436, figs. 14 a, 6, c; 


i Ca $63) Geology of Canada, Report of Progress, p. 129, figs. 56 a, b, c; and Ib.,p. 
67, Fi gs, 168 a, b, c. 


“ 


“ Er" zankfortensis, James, 1871; Cat. Lower Silurian Fossils, Cincinnati Group, p. 10. 
Shell rather under medium size, transversely oval-subquadrate, or 
imneca to sub-oval, the length and breadth varying, with relation to each 
other, from as 9 to 11, to 11 to 12; both valves convex ; hinge line shorter 
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than the greatest breadth of the valves (which is usually a little in ad- 
vance of the middle), meeting the lateral margins at more or less obtuse 
angles ; lateral margins rounding to the front, which is rather broadly 
rounded, or possibly sometimes faintly sinuous at the middle. 

Dorsal valve sometimes slightly more convex than the other, its most 
prominent part being near, or a little behind the middle, usually sloping 
rather more distinctly to the lateral margins than toward the front, 
where there is generally a broad,’ very low, undefined prominence, or 
mesial elevation; beak moderately prominent and arched, but not 
strongly incurved; area about half the height of that of the other valve, 
directed backward and more or less arched. Interior unknown. 

Ventral valve most convex near the umbo, and sloping sometimes 
rather abruptly toward the posterior lateral angles, while the anterior 
central region is depressed so as to form a broad, very shallow mesial 
sinus, sometimes extending backward nearly or quite to the middle; 
beak more prominent than that of the other valve, rather abruptly 
pointed, inclined backward and moderately arched ; area broad-triangu- 
lar, well defined; and tapering to the lateral extremities of the hinge, 
inclined and a little arched backward with the beak; foramen rather 
narrow, or slightly higher than its breadth at the hinge. Interior un- 
known. 

Surface of both valves ornamented by distinct, rather prominent, 
radiating ribs, about forty of which may be counted on each valve of a 
medium-sized specimen; the furrows between the ribs equaling the 
breadth of the ribs themselves; larger individuals sometimes having a 
few of the ribs bifurcating once, and an occasional smaller one inter- 
calated between two of the larger, so as to increase the whole number 
at the free margins to about fifty. Concentric stris nearly or quite 
obsolete; but, in old specimens, one or more sub-imbricating marks of 
growth may sometimes be seen near the free margins. 

Breadth of largest specimen seen, 0.74 inch; length, 0.64 inch; con- 
vexity, 0.33 inch. Breadth of a smaller specimen, 0.56 inch; length, 
0.47 inch ; convexity, 0.26 inch. 


It is possible that a comparison of a good series of specimens of this shell 
and the Canadian species, showing internal as well as external characters, 
might bring to light some differences that would warrant their separation 
but with the means of comparison now accessible, I am led to think that 
they belong to the same specics. Compared with Mr. Billings’s figures of 
O. borealis, the western specimens before me differ only in having the 
anterior margin rounded, instead of straight or slightly sinuous in the 
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middle; while one of them has a few of the ribs bifurcating, and a few 

Smaller ones, at intervals near the margins, intercalated between the 

others. One of them also has its hinge line proportionally shorter than 
represented in his figures. Mr. B., however, distinctiy states that his 

Species is somewhat variable in these characters, some having, like ours, 
an indistinct mesial fold on the dorsal valve, and these are rounded, in- 
stead. of straightened, or slightly sinuous in front; while others have a 
slight flattening or depression on the middle of this valve, which, 
together with the mesial sinus of the other, cause the obscurely sinuous 
character sometimes seen at the middle of the front. 

AS he states, it closely resembles O. plicatella, but is more convex, and 
has wore numerous and smaller coste. It is also less transverse, and 
has generally a shorter hinge line, while the mesial sinus of its ventral 
valve, and the fold of the other, are more decidedly marked. 

Through the politeness of Mr. Billings, I have, since writing the fore- 
EIN, had an opportunity to compare our specimens with Canadian ex- 
4m ples of his species, and have been unable to find any satisfactory ex- 

krmal specific differences. 


Locatity and position: Frankfort, Kentucky, in the horizon of the Trenton lime- 
tone, and in the lower part of the Cincinnati group, at Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. U. P. 
mes’, collection. The larger specimen figured is from the former locality and posi- 
tom, and the other from the latter. In Canada, O. borealis is cited from the Chazy 

ad Trenton limestones. 


ORTHIS BELLULA, James. 
Plate 8, figs. 5 a to f. 


Orthis bellula, James, 1871; Cat. Lower Sil. Fossils, Cincinnati Group, p. 10 (without fig- 
Ure or description). 


Shell very small, longitudinally semi-oval, or transversely sub-oval, 
moderately gibbous, sub-equivalve; breadth always greater than the 
length ; hinge line a little less than the greatest breadth of the valves; 
posterior lateral extremities abruptly rounded, or sub-angular ; lateral 
margins rounding to the front, which is broadly semi-elliptic in outline, 
or sometimes a little straightened, or even very faintly sinuous at the 
middle. Interior unknown. 

Dorsal valve less convex than the other, with usually a very slight, 
scarcely perceptible mesial depression near the umbo, that rarely, if 
ever, extends forward to the middle; beak small, projecting slightly 
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beyond the edge of the area, and merely a little arched; area of com- 
paratively moderate height, flat, or somewhat arched, and inclined more 
or less obliquely backward and upward ; foramen forming a nearly equi- 
lateral triangle. 

Ventral valve most convex near the umbo, and perhaps always show- 
ing a very shallow, broad, undefined mesial sinuosity at the front; beak 
moderately prominent, pointed, inclined backward and a little arched, 
but not incurved ; area comparatively rather high, or from twice to three 
times the height of that of the other valve, well defined, a little arched, 
and inclined obliquely backward and downward ; foramen narrow-trian- 
gular, and extending to the point of the beak. 

Surface of both valves ornamented by very fine radiating strie, most 
of which bifurcate two or three times between the beaks and free mar- 
gins; the lateral ones being moderately arched. 

Length of a medium-sized specimen, 0.23 inch; breadth, 0.28 inch; 
convexity, 0.13 inch. 


This little shell, notwithstanding its small size, has the appearance of 
having attained its mature growth ; while it seems to differ too much in 
various respects to be the young of any of the other known forms found 
in the same association. It seems to be most nearly allied to O. perveta 
of Conrad, from the horizon of the Trenton group, in Wisconsin; and 
possibly it may be a dwarfed variety of the same. I am led to think 
this can scarcely be the case, however, not only because it is much 
smaller, but from the fact that its cardinal extremities are more rounded, 
and the area of its dorsal valve decidedly lower in proportion to that of 
the other valve, than is represented by the figure of Conrad’s species 
given in the first volume of the New York Palzontology. 

That species is also described by Prof. Hall as having the ventral valve 
(dorsal, as it was then called), “with a broad elevation in front;” while 
in the shell under consideration there is, on the contrary, a broad, very 
faint concavity, or undefined mesial sinus there. Again, both Mr. Conrad 
and Prof. Hall describe the strie of O. perveta as “bifurcating on the 
umbo,” and say nothing indicating that they bifurcate again farther for- 
ward; while they generally bifurcate twice or three times on the little 
shell under consideration. 


Locality and position: About 300 feet above low-water mark, at Cincinnati, Ohio, in 
the Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian. The description is made out from the 
type specimens belonging to Mr. James, and others sent to the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion by Mr. Miller, of Cincinnati, Ohio. 
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ORTHIS(?) ELLA, Hall. . 
Plate 8, figs. 9 a, b, ¢, d. 

Orthis ella, Hall, 1861 ; Regents’ 13th Ann. State Cab. Report, p. 121; also 15th do. (1862), 
pl. 2, figs. 6-8; and in illustrations of a paper on some fossils from Cincinnati, dated 
Oct., 1871, issued in advance of Regents’ 24th Report, pl. 3, fig. 21. 

Trematospira ? ella, Hall, 1862; Explanations of pl. 2, Regents’ 15th Report. 

Shell small, varying from sub-orbicular to transversely (or rarely 
longitudinally) sub-oval ; rather convex, the valves being nearly equally 
s0; hinge line extremely short, or only about one-third the breadth of 
the valves, and not imparting any angularity to the posterior lateral 
margins, which slope at various angles from the beak; lateral margins 
generally more narrowly rounded than the front, but sometimes the re- 
verse. Internal characters unknown. 

Dorsal valve rather evenly convex, but generally very faintly raised 
at the middle of the front, while its greatest convexity is usually a little 
behind the middle; beak closely incurved, so as to hide the very small 
area (if any exists). 

Ventral valve most convex at or behind the middle, and slightly im- 
pressed, so as to show indications of a very shallow sinus at the front 
margin; beak projecting moderately beyond that of the other valve, 
rather pointed, directed backward and arched, but not incurved; area 
exceedingly small, scarcely more than twice as wide as high, rather well 
but not sharply defined, and arched and directed backward with the 
beak ; foramen comparatively large, about as wide at the hinge line as 
its height, triangular, but narrowed above and extending quite to the 
apex of the beak, where it terminates in a minute opening. 

Surface ornamented by from about twenty-three to fifty or more simple 
radiating plications on each valve, equaling the size of the furrows 
between. Marks of growth obsolete. 

Length of a rather broad specimen, 0.32 inch; breadth, 0.36 inch ; 
convexity, 0.20 inch. 


As remarked by Prof. Hall, this little shell is almost certainly not an 
Orthis, its hinge line being shorter, and its area much smaller, than is 
common in that genus; while it presents the appearance of having a 
tendency to form a minute, round perforation at the apex of the beak of 
the dorsal valve. It might be referred to Retzia, or Trematospira, if it 
were not for its rather distinct, though small, cardinal area, and open 
triangular fissure. Its internal characters would possibly show it to 
belong to an undescribed genus, if they could be determined. 
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It seems to be a rather rare species, and might be confounded, by a 
careless observer, with some of the other small brachiopods of the Cincin- 
nati beds; though its extremely contracted cardinal area, and other 
characters, will enable any one accustomed to examine such fossils to 
identify it readily, on a careful examination. It is a very variable little 
shell, both in form and in the number and size of its cost. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at an elevation of 
about 300 feet above low-water mark of the Ohio. Mr. U. P. James’s collection. 


(Non-resupinate species.) 
ORTHIS FIssIcosTA,* Hall. 
Plate 8, figs. 6 a to h. 

Orthis fissicosta, Hall, 1847; Palacont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 121, pl. XXXIL, figs. 7 a, b. 

Comp. O. dichotoma, Hall; Ib., p. 125, pl. XXXIIL., figs. 13 a, b. 

Shell small, or under medium size, only moderately convex, semi-oval, 
or approaching semicircular in outline, the length being two-thirds to 
four-fifths the breadth; hinge line very nearly or quite equaling the 
greatest breadth of the valves; posterior lateral extremities rectangular ; 
lateral margins rounding to the front, which is broadly rounded, or 
sometimes slightly straightened along the middle. 

Dorsal valve somewhat less convex than the other, its most prominent 
part being at or a little behind the middle; beak projecting but slightly 
beyond the margin of the area, and a little arched; area about one-fourth 
as high as that of the other valve near the triangular foramen, but nar-- 
rowing to nothing at the lateral extremities of the hinge, directed back- 
ward nearly on the plane of the valves, and nearly or quite flat. In- 
terior showing the plications of the outer surface strongly defined, owing 
to the thinness of the shell, but without any defined muscular scars, so 
far as known ; cardinal process small, laterally compressed, and not fill- 
ing the foramen; sockets obscure; brachial processes little developed, or 
so thin as to be usually broken; each supported by a very thin, short 
lamina, immediately under the area. 

Ventral valve with its greatest convexity near the umbo, thence sloping 
forward and laterally—sometimes with a broad, very shallow, scarcely 
perceptible upward wave of the middle part of the front; beak abruptly 
pointed, inclined backward beyond the hinge, but not much incurved ; 
area moderately high at the beak, and sloping, with nearly or quite 








* This species and O. plicatella, as well as two or three of the immediately preceding 
species, stand rather intermediate between the resupinate and non-resupinate forms. 
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Straight, sharp margins to the lateral extremities of the hinge, mod- 
“rately arched, and rather strongly inclined backward; foramen narrow, 
and extending to the apex of the beak. Interior having plications 
Strongly impressed through, as in the other valve; muscular cavity 
‘mall, shallow, not reaching the middle of the valve, rounded in front 
and narrowing to the beak, so as to present an oval-sub-trigonal outline, 
Qargined on each side by very low linear dental ridges, that do not con- 
‘Que around the front ; hinge teeth apparently nearly obsolete. 
ra; Ace of both valves ornamented with strong, elevated, rather 
while nt, radiating strie, which usually, in part, become bifid or trifid ; 
mail. On other parts they increase in number by the intercalation of a 
very or one between two of the larger. On well-preserved specimens, 
of a ent crowded concentric strix are also usually visible by the aid 

Ley, „enifier, mainly in the furrows between the striz. 
verit &th of a rather large specimen, 0.57 inch; breadth, 0.73 inch; con- 
Y, 0.26 inch. | 
\ %i not sure that I have had authentic examples of O. dichotoma, 
Wall, for comparison; but judging from the figures and description of 
that shell, as well as from specimens that have been identified with it by 
others, there would seem to be very little to distinguish it from the species 
under consideration. OQ. plicatella, Hall, is also another similar form, 
that, although strongly distinct when we compare its typical variety, 
shades into this by so many intermediate gradations, that it is not always 
easy to distinguish certain varieties of the two types. 

Prof. Hall’s typical figured specimen of the form under consideration 
has the beak and area of the ventral valve more arched than in any ex- 
amples of O. plicatella, or O. dichatoma, I have seen; but among the 
numerous examples before me from Cincinnati, agrecing in all other re- 
spects with his type of O. fissicosta, scarcely any of them have the beak 
so much arched as represented in his figure, though some of them 
approach it in this respect also. His specimen, however, is evidently, as 
he states, distorted by pressure, and this may have, in part, caused this 
difference. , 

Prof. Hall compares it with O. calligramma, Dalman, and O. actoniz, 
Sowerby, but it seems to me too obviously distinct from both of these 
forms (of which I have good European examples at hand for comparison) 
torequire any remarks on their distinguishing characters. 

Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at the horizon of 
about 300 feet above low-water mark of the Ohio, at Cincinnati. I am under obliga- 
tions for the use of good specimens of this species sent to the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion by Mr. James, Mr. Miller, and Mr. Shaffer, of Cincinnati. 
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ORTHIS PLICATELLA, Hall. 
Plate 8, figs. 7 a to h. 
Orthis prcatelia, Hall, 1847; Paleont. N. Y., Vol. I, p. 122, pl. XXXIL, figs. 9 a, b, c, 

This form, as already indicated, is so closely connected with the last, 
through a series of intermediate varieties, that a formal description is 
unnecessary. Looking at the typical varieties of each, although they 
agree in form and general appearance quite nearly, they may be distin- 
guished at a glance by the nearly or quite simple, larger, and less numerous 
plications of the form under consideration. In separating a large collec- 
tion of the two forms, however, we soon meet with specimens with the 
larger and less numerous plications of O. plicatella, that have a few of 
these plications, at the immediate margin, beginning to show faint, but 
unmistakable, indications of a tendency to divide, and the interspaces 
to develop an occasional intermediate smaller plication. In other indi- 
viduals we find these divisions of the plications and the intercalated 
ones becoming more frequent, and extending farther inward from the 
margins, until we pass through an almost uninterrupted series, to forms 
presenting nearly all of the characters of O. fissicosta. 

A single specimen of the form under consideration, now before me, 
shows the hinge and interior of its dorsal valve. In this the muscles 
have left no visible scars whatever, and the brachial processes are small, 
the sockets obscure, and the cardinal process compressed laterally so as 
not to fill the foramen, above the margins of which it does not project. 
It also shows no vascular markings. Consequently, it will be seen that 
at least in the dorsal valve there are no known internal differences be- 
tween this shell and O. fissicosta. Ihave not, however, had an opportunity 
to compare the internal characters of its ventral valve with those of O. 
fissicosta, and do not feel prepared to say that they are merely varieties of 
the same species. 

From the same locality and position, Mr. 8. A. Miller, of Cincinnati, 
sent to me two specimens (see pl. 8, figs. 8 a to e) having the same form, 
coarse cost, and general appearance of O. plicatella, but differing in at- 
taining a larger size, and in having the area of the ventral valve decidedly 
lower, and the beak of the same more incurved than in any well-charac- 
terized specimens of that form I have seen. It also differs in having the 
cost much more widely separated by deeper furrows, and each giving off 
a smaller lateral division from near the middle of the valves; the main 
ones, however, continuing larger and more prominent to the free margins 
thus forming bundles of three ribs, with a wide, deep depression between. 
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The largest specimen of this form I have seen, measures as follows: 
Breadth, 1.04 inch; length, 0.70 inch ; convexity, 0.40 inch. 

I strongly suspect that this should be separated specifically from O. 
plicatella, but these forms vary to such an extent that I feel some reluct- 
ance in proposing to separate‘it as a distinct species, without knowing 
anything about its internal characters. 

In the American Journal of Science and Arts, Vol. IV., 3d series, p. 281, 
I proposed for this type, in case it should be found to be constant in the 
characters mentioned, the name 0. triplicatella, which may be retained 
if desirable. 


Locality and position: Same as last. The specimens studied were sent to the Smith- 
sonian Institution by the same gentlemen that sent those of the last. 


ORTHIS EMACERATA, Hall. 


Plate 8, figs. 1 a to d, and figs. 2 a to g. 


Orthis emacerata, Hall, 1860; Regents’ 13th State Cab. Report, p. 121; and 15th do. 
(1862), pl. 2, figs. 1 and 2. 


. Compare 0. testudinaria, Dalman, 1827; Kongl. Vetensk. Acad., Handl., p. 115, pl. II., 
figs. 4a, b,c, d, e. | 
Shell small, plano-convex, rather depressed, transversely truncato-sub- 
a, the length being about five-sixths its breadth; hinge line perhaps 
mano a little shorter than the greatest breadth of the valves; lateral 
h hea generally rounding to the hinge, most prominent at or a little 
lind the middle, and rounding to the front, which is usually some- 
What straightened, or very faintly sinuous, at the middle; or presents a 
regul=T semicircular outline. 
Dorsal valve nearly flat, or slightly convex on each side of a shallow 
mesia] Sinus, that commences very narrow at the beak, and usually 
widns rather rapidly to the front; beak very small, scarcely projecting 
beyond the edge of the area, and not incurved; area low at the middle, 
i" Narrowing off to nothing at the lateral extremities of the hinge, 
slightly arched, and directed obliquely backward; foramen very small, 
an filled by the cardinal process. Interior very shallow, and provided 
with a slender mesial ridge that extends about half way forward from 
the hinge, between the muscular impressions, which are not usually 
well defined ; scars of posterior pair of adductor muscles smaller, and 
usally deeper, than the anterior, and situated close back under the 
brachial processes; those of the anterior pair three or four times the size 
f the posterior, sub-oval in form, and extending to near the middle of 
the Valve; cardinal process very small and trifid; brachial processes com- 
paratively rather stout and prominent; internal surface having the radiat- 
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ing strie of the exterior rather distinctly impressed through, as it were, 
in consequence of the thinness of the shell, and finely granular, the gran- 
ules being apparently connected with the punctate structure of the shell. 

Ventral valve compressed-convex, the greatest convexity being near, 
or a little behind the middle, along a more or less prominent, undefined 
ridge, that sometimes, but not always, imparts a sub-carinate appearance 
to the central and umbonal regions; beak small, projecting somewhat 
beyond that of the other valve, abruptly pointed, and rather distinctly 
arched, but not strongly incurved ; area about twice as high as that of the 
other valve, and with its sharply defined edges sloping to the lateral 
extremities of the hinge, directed and arched obliquely backward with 
the beak ; foramen having nearly the form of an equilateral triangle, but 
rather narrowed upward to the apex of the beak, and partly occupied by 
the cardinal process of the other valve. Interior showing the teeth to be 
moderately prominent; concavity for the muscular impressions very 
shallow, small, somewhat bifid anterigrly, and not defined by a very dis- 
tinct marginal ridge; scars of divaricator muscles apparently narrow, 
and situated on each side of a shallow mesial depression, which seems to 
include, far back at its posterior end, those of the very small adductors, 
merely separated from each other by a hair line; impressions of ventral 
adjustor muscles apparently wider and shorter than those of the divari- 
cators ; strie and fine granules of the interior as in the other valve. 

Surface of both valves ornamented by numerous, distinct radiating 
striae, that usually bifurcate about three times between the beak and free 
margins; posterior lateral strie so strongly curved that a part of them 
_ run out on the hinge line. Numerous very minute, regularly disposed, 
concentric lines, may also be seen by the aid of a magnifier, most istinctly 
defined in the furrows between the much larger radiating stri&; while a 
few distant, sub-imbricating, stronger marks of growth are usually seen 
in adult shells. 

Length of.a medium-sized mature specimen, 0.60 inch ; breadth, 0.7 
inch ; convexity, 0.25 inch. 


I am in considerable doubt whether it was this or the following form to 
which Prof. Hall applied the name O. emacerata. Hisremark that his type 
has finer strix, and the depression in the middle of its dorsal valve usually 
deeper, and the mesial elevation of the ventral valve more prominent, 
than in the form most generally referred to O. testudinaria, would seem to 
indicate that he had the following form in view, and regarded that here 
under consideration as the O. testudinaria. His figure, however, cited 
above, particulaily figure 1, is larger than any example of the following 
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form I have seen, and agrees decidedly more nearly in outline and general 
appearance with that here under consideration. I do not believe, how- 
ever, that there is any specific, or other constant difference, between this 
shell and the western specimens that have long been referred to O. testu- " 
dinaria, Dalman. 

I have had no opportunity to compare these shells with authentic 
examples of Dalman’s species, or even with English specimens referred 
tothesame. A careful comparison, however, with Mr. Davidson’s figures 
of English specimens referred to O. testudinaria, leads me to doubt whether 
they can be properly included in the same species with the latter. For 
Instance, the English specimens would seem, according to Mr. Davidson’s 
figures, not only to be proportionally longer, with a more convex dorsal 
valve, and a more prominent and incurved ventral heak, but also to differ 
in having their posterior lateral striw only gently curved, instead of be- 
ing so strongly arched as to run distinctly out on the hinge line, as we 
see In all of the specimens of the western form under consideration. 
Again, there are rather marked and constant differences in the form and 
proportions of the muscular scars in the shell under consideration, from 
the same, as represented in Mr. Davidson’s figures referred to. For in- 
stance, these figures show the posterior pair of adductor scars in the 
English shell a little larger than those of the anterior pair; while in the 
form under consideration, the reverse is constantly and decidedly the case. 
Again, his figure of the interior of the ventral valve shows the cavity for 
the reception of muscular scars to be narrower, in proportion to length, 
with the divisions of its anterior end differently formed; while the scars 
of the adductor muscles in the American shell are placed decidedly far- 
ther back than represented in Mr. Davidson’s figure. How far the English 
specimens may vary in these characters of the muscular impressions, I 
have no means of knowing, though I have found the American shells 
quite constant in their internal characters. Mr. Salter’s figures, however, 
given on plate XXVII., Vol. IL., part 1, of the Memoirs of the Geological 
Survey, show that at least some of the English shells referred to O. testu- 
dinaria have the posterior lateral strie as strongly curved as in any of 
our American shells of this type, and also agree quite well with the latter, 
in at least all external characters. 

Locality aud position: Cincinnati group, Cincinnati, Ohio, at an elevation of 250 feet 
above the Ohio; this being the typical form, like Prof. Hall’s fig. 1, in the Regents’ 
Report. I also, however, have specimens differing very little, if any, from higher 
horizons, both at Cincinnati and Butler county, Ohio. A few others, from Cincinnati, 
agree with the more transverse form represented by Prof. Hall’s figure 2; and Prof. 
Orton has sent to me from Hamilton, Ohio, near the top of the group, a number of 
specimens agreeing exactly with that figure in outline and fineness of striwx. 
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ORTHIS EMACERATA, Var. MULTISECTA, James. 
Plate 8, figs. 3 a, b, c, d. 
Orthis multisecta, James, 1871; Cat. Lower Silurian Fossils, Cincinnati Group, p. 10. 


This form, although somewhat variable, differs from the last in being 
smaller, slightly less transverse, and in having its dorsal valve generally 
flatter, with usually, but not always, a less defined mesial sinus; and its 
ventral valve with a less prominent mesial ridge. Its surface strie are 
also a shade finer, and the minute concentric lines in the furrows between 
the strie more distinct. The granules of its entire internal surface are 
likewise a little finer and more crowded. 

The cavity for the reception of the muscular scars of its ventral valve 
is also proportionally a little smaller, and sometimes differs from that of 
the last, in wanting the bilobed character anteriorly, seen in the same 
part of that shell. There are, again, some slight differences in the form 
and proportions of the muscular scars of its other valve, but Iam not 
quite sure that these are constant. 

The external differences mentioned above give these shells a percepti- 
bly different aspect, when we place, side by side, a tray-full of each; the 
form under consideration having altogether a more delicate and less 
robust appearance. It may be specifically distinct from the last, but Iam 
not clearly satisfied that it is more than a variety of the same. It differs 
from Mr. Davidson’s figures of O. testudinaria quite as strongly as the last ; 
but it is possible that both may be only varieties of that species. 

One of the largest specimens gives the following measurements: 
Length, 0.50 inch; breadth, 0.58 inch; convexity, 0.20 inch. 

Locality and position: Lower division of the Cincinnati group, at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
where it ranges upward about 200 feet above low-water mark of the Ohio. The speci- 


mens studied were sent by Mr. James, Mr. Miller, and Mr. Shaffer, of Cincinnati, to 
the Smithsonian Institution. 


ORTHIS (PLATYSTROPHIA) BIFORATA, Schlotheim (sp.). 


Plate 10. 


Terebratulites biforatus, Schlotheim, 1820; Petrefact., p. 265. 

Terebratula lynx, Eichwald, 1830; Nat. Kizze von Podol., p. 202. 

Porambonites dentatus and brevis, Pander, 1830; Bietr. Geogn, Russl., p. 96, pl. II., figs. 
4, 5. 

Spirifer lynx, Von Buch, 1837; Ueber Delth., p. 44; and (1840) Mem. Geol. Soc. Fr., 
Vol. IV., p, 190; Vern. and Keys. (1845), Geol. Russ., Vol. II., p. 136, pl. III., figs. 3 
a, b, and 4 a, b (as varieties of S. biforatus); Hall (1852), Paleont. N. Y., Vol. IL, p. 
65, pl. 22, figs. 1 a-e (as var. S. biforatus). 
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Spirifer biforatus, Eichwald, 1840; Sil. Syst. in Esthel., p. 144; Vern. and Keys., 1845, 
Geo]. Russ., Vol. II., p. 139. 
Dellhyris brachinota, Hall, 1843 ; Geol. Report 4th Dist. N. Y., p. 71, fig. 6. 
$irifer Sheppardi, Castlenau, 1843; Terr. Sil. de l’Amer. du Nord, p. 43, pl. XIV., 
fig. 15. 
Spirifer dentatus, Vern. and Keys., 1845; Geol. Russ., Vol. II., p. 138, pl. III., figs. 5 a, 
6, c, e, f (as var. of S. biforata). 

Deth yris biforata, Hall, 1847; Palzont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 132. 

Delt riz lynx, Hall, 1847; Ib., p. 133, pl. XXII. D, figs. 1 a-k (as varieties of 
D. biforata). 

Orthés i forata, Davidson, 1848; Bull. Geol. Soc. Fr. (2d series), Vol. V., p. 323, pl. III., 
fig. 25 ; and (1853) Introduct. to Brach., pl. VIII., figs. 146 and 148; Salter (1850), 
Silu ria (2d series), p. 210, pl. XXXIIL, fig. 4; Lindstrom (1860), Gothl. Brach., p. 
371 5 Davidson (1871), Monogr. Brit. Sil. Brach., p. 268, pl. XXXVIIL, figs. 11-25; 
James 1871, Cat. Cincinnati Fossils, p. 10. . 

Spiräfe rc biforata, Phillips and Salter, 1848; Mem. Geol. Survey, Vol. II., p. 298; McCoy 
(18522) Brit. Pal. Fossils, p. 192; Hall (1852), Palesont. N. Y., Vol. IL., p. 65. 

P lat 482 2-~ophia biforata, King, 1849; Mongr. Permian Fossils, p. 106. 

Orkis Zemz, Quenstedt, 1851; Handb., p. 486, pl. XXX., figs. 8-11; Schmidt, 1858, Sil. 
Fomn. Ehst., ete., Arch., Vol. IL, p. 215. 

prifera lynx, S. dentata and S. fissicostata, McCoy, 1852; Brit. Pal. Foss., p. 192 and 193 
as VW arieties of S. biforata). 


The original typical form of this species has, I believe, never been fig- 
wed, and Schlotheim’s description of it is so brief and unsatisfactory, 
hat it would apply equally well to almost any of the various similar 
formas usually included as varieties or sub-species under his name. M. 
de Verneuil, however, states that he was informed by M. von Buch, that 
° had geen the original type in one of the museums at Berlin, and that 
Only differs from the common var. lynz, in having five plications in 
des, Muesial sinus, and a greater proportional breadth. Prof. McCoy 
a © a bes it, from British specimens, supposed by him to be identical, as 
ir YUM the mesial fold wider, and less elevated, bearing usually from 
thes to Nine ribs, at six lines or less from the beak, and five to seven in 
Sinus; the lateral ribs narrow, simple, and from nine to twelve on 
veh Side, at six lines from the beak.” 
howmong the vast number of American specimens of this group that I 
Ngove seen, none agree with the characters attributed to the variety 
biforata by Prof. McCoy ; though we do very rarely meet with an indi- 
vidual that diflers in no other respect from the common variety lynz, 
showing four, or even occasionally five, plications in the sinus; but still, 
in these cases, the additional plications are merely rudimentary, and 
placed on one or both sides of the usual three well-developed ones, occu- 
pying the bottom of the sinus. I can therefore but regard these as only 
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very slight modifications of the common variety lynz, and hence feel at 
a loss to know whether or not we have any form in this country agree-- 
ing exactly in all respects with the typical variety biforata,; especially as 
we have no means of knowing whether the greater proportional breadth 
mentioned as characterizing that form, is due to the greater proportional 
extension of the hinge line and lateral angles only, or to the greater 
breadth of the entire shell. 

I have therefore preferred to give the general synonymy so as to in- 
clude only the forms that have been usually regarded as belonging to this 
species, by the highest European authorities; and then proceed sepa- 
rately to notice provisionally, as varieties, the several types known in 
this country, that are more or less closely connected with Schlotheim’s 
species. Some of these may be entitled to rank as distinct species from 
the European forms, and I have therefore placed their synonymy sepa- 
rately in connection with the remarks upon each form. In defining 
each, it is only necessary to describe at length the most common and 
widely distributed form usually considered the variety l/ynz, and then to 
point out the character distinguishing each of the others from the 
same. 

The differences of form, nearly equal beaks, areas and fissures in the 
two valves of these shells, give them a peculiar physiognomy, that seems 
to warrant their separation from the typical forms of Orthis, at least sub- 
generically. 


Var. 1. ORTHIS (PLATYSTROPHIA) LYNX, Von Buch. 
Plate 10, figs. 1 a, b, c, d, e. 


Shell attaining a large size, nearly equivalve, wider than long, with a 
transversely oval-subquadrate outline, or, in old specimens, often 
becoming so gibbous as to assume a sub-globose form ; hinge line usually 
a little less than the greatest breadth of the valves, but sometimes 
equaling, or somewhat exceeding, the same; cardinal extremities more 
or less obtusely angular, nearly rectangular, or sometimes rather acutely 
so; lateral margins convex, nearly straight, or sometimes rather sinuous 
behind, and rounding to the front, which is a little sinuous, rounded, or 
somewhat prominent at the middle; beaks and cardinal areas of the two 
valves nearly equal, the former incurved and approximate, or, in adult 
shells, sometimes contiguous. 

Dorsal valve generally a little more convex than the other, in some 
examples rather decidedly so (its greatest convexity being near the mid- 
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dle), provided with a moderately prominent, rather rounded, mesial fold, 
that commences at or near the beak, and continues forward, gradually 
widening and rounding over with the curve of the valve to the front, 
where it is moderately elevated, with more or less sloping sides ; lateral 
slopes convex; beak projecting beyond the hinge margin, strongly in- 
curved, particularly in old individuals, which sometimes have the gib- 
bous umbo projecting even a little beyond that of the other valve ; car- 
dinal area well developed, distinctly defined, nearly as wide as that of 
the other valve, directed backward, and more or less strongly incurved ; 
foramen broad-triangular, and not closed by the cardinal process. In- 
terior showing cardinal process to be very small, or merely having the 
character of a low linear ridge in the rostral cavity; posterior pair of 
muscular impressions corrugated, and decidedly larger, and more widely 
stparated than the others. ’ 

Ventral valve with a mesial sinus corresponding to the fold in the 
ther valve, and terminating at the front in a rather short, somewhat 
un ded projection, that curves more or less upward into a sinuosity of 
the same size and form in the margin of the dorsal valve; beak usually 
a little less strongly incurved than that of the other, and very slightly 
NOre prominent at its apex ; cardinal area about one-fourth to one-third 
higher, at the middle, than that of the dorsal valve, and narrowing less 
APicilytoward the lateral extremities ; incurved and directed backward, 
Ut a little less strongly so than the other ; foramen having nearly the 
bron of an equilateral triangle, or sometimes slightly wider than high, 

or _ tne reverse. Interior with hinge teeth moderately prominent, and 
Ti onal; cavity for the reception of the muscular attachments compara- 
ive y small; scarcely reaching the middle of the valve, longer than 
Wade or elongate-oval, with nearly straight and parallel sides, always 
Nien defined by the dental ridges, and, in old specimens, extremely pro- 
the ¥a.d, owing to the thickening of the interior of the cardinal region of 
= walve on each side. 
se Warface of each valve ornamented by about sixteen to twenty-four 
Gr Oxnng, more or less angular radiating plications, of which three or four 
fo. ey five) occupy the mesial sinus, and from four to six the mesial 
si a ; plications generally simple, but occasionally some of those in the 
a and on the fold, and, still more rarely, a few of those on the lateral 
D%>es, bifurcating once; lines of growth moderately distinct, particu- 
Nur y near the free margins of adult shells, where they present a dis. 
VER otly zig-zag appearance in crossing the plications and the furrows 
between them. Protected portions of the surface of well-preserved speci- 
Weng also often show, under a strong magnifier, numerous regularly 
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arranged, minute granules, probably coincident with the punctures of the 
shell substance.* 

Length of a nearly medium-sized ‘adult specimen, 1 inch; breadth, 
1.30 inches ; convexity, 1 inch. Some examples attain a greater size, by 
two-thirds, than this, and are proportionally rather more gibbous. 

Locality and position: This form has a great vertical as well as horizontal range, 
In New York, as well as Canada, Wisconsin, Kentucky, etc., it occurs in the Trenton 
group. In Ohio it is common at the horizon of the tops of the hills in the Cincin- 
nati group, at Cincinnati; and it ranges up through the higher beds of this formation 
in Ohio, Indiana, Kentucky, and other western States, but it has not, I believe, been 
found in the equivalent formation in New York; though it occurs there, as well as in 
Ohio and other western States, as high in the series as the Clinton group. It is like- 
wise found in Russia, England, and other European countries. 


Var. 2. ORTHIS (PLATYSTROPHIA) LATICOSTA, James. 
Plate 10, figs. 4 a, b, c, d, e, f. 
Orthis lynz, Hall (part), 1847; Palsont. N. Y., Vol. I., pl. 32 D. 
Orthis laticosta, James, 1871; Cat. Lower Sil. Foss., Cincinnati Group, p. 10. 

This form scarcely attains to more than two-thirds the bulk of the 
largest specimens of the var. lynz, and is always less gibbous, proportion- 
ally wider on the hinge line, with more angular posterier lateral extremi- 
ties, and, even in the largest individuals, it is a much thinner shell. It 
likewise differs in having its mesial sinus wider and much more profound 
at the front, and its mesial fold more elevated and angular; while its 
lateral slopes are decidedly more compressed, those on each side of the 
sinus being always concave, and the margins of the sinus very prominent 
and angular, which, together with the prominence of the mesial fold, and 
the greater length of the hinge line, impart a general angularity of ap- 
pearance not seen in the var.lynz. In the sinus there are nearly always 
three plications, the lateral two being smaller than the middle one, or 
sometimes rudimentary ; while occasionally one of them is obsolete, leav- 
ing the large one, as usual, in the middle, and a smaller one on one side 
only. The mesial fold has generally four plications (never more), the mid- 
dle two being usually larger and more prominent than the others, and sepa- 
rated by a decidedly larger and deeper furrow. Its lateral slopes have 
generally only from five to seven large, simple, angular plications on each 
side of the fold and sinus; these being decidedly larger than on specimens 
of the var. lynz, of corresponding size. 

Internally, the ventral valve of this variety only differs from that of the 
var. lynz, in having the cavity for the muscular scars much less deeply 


* These granulations are quite as well, or even better defined, on all of the following 
forms described as varieties of this. 
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impressed, owing to the fact that the shell did not thicken within, as in 
that form, as it advanced in age. The interior of its dorsal valve shows 
the same rudimentary cardinal process ; while its muscular scars (which 
Thave not seen in this valve of the var. lynz) are moderately defined, the 
posterior pair being corrugated, and much larger, as well as more widely 
Separated, than the anterior. 
In figuring this variety in the first volume Paleont. New York, Prof. 
Hall compares it with the var. dentata of Pander, mentioning some points 
of difference. It attains a much larger size, however, than that variety, 
and differs in having nearly always three plications, instead of only two, 
in the sinus, which is deeper, and its mesial fold more prominent, thus 
&iving the general aspect of the shell greater angularity of outline. 
The specimens for which Mr. James retains the name O. profundo- 
$ulcata, in his list, are much ‘smaller than the average size of the form 
"re under consideration; but, with that exception, and their usually 
father shorter hinge, and somewhat less compressed lateral slopes, they 
“erg to me to differ very little, if any, from specimens of the same size 
the varietv under consideration. On the other hand, they only differ 
Kom the young of the variety lynz, in generally having the mesial sinus 
deeper, and the fold more prominent, with, perhaps, in most cases one or 
two plications less on the lateral slopes. I have, therefore, found it very 
dificult to distinguish this as a variety from young or dwarfed exam- 
bles of the varieties lynz and laticosta, though its more prominent fold, 
Ele, bring it nearer the latter. Figs. 2 a, b, c,d, of plate 10, show the 
rm and usual size of this variety. It occurs 300 feet above the Ohio, at 
Cinein nati. 
N ng tlt of the largest example seen, 0.86inch ; breadth (at hinge line), 
“Amches; convexity, 0.88 inch. 


tie and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at a horizon ef from 

ties im ct above low-water mark, at Cincinnati. It is also found at other locali- 

the Sire = Bhio, Kentucky, and perhapsin Indiana. The specimens studied were sent to 
“~ *2 © ¥nsonian Institution by Mr. James and Mr. Shaffer, of Cincinnati. 


V: 
A>. 3, ORrTHIS (PLATYSTROPHIA) DENTATA, Pander ?? 
Plate 10, figs. 3 a, b, c, 4. 
Orthis dentata, (Pander), James, 1871; Catalogue Cin. Foss., p. 10. 
Miss form is much smaller than the last. and always proportionally 
WKO wer in its transverse diameter. Its hinge line generally about 


WAS the greatest breadth of the valves, but may be a little less or a 
Wie greater than the breadth. Its lateral slopes are always more abrupt, 
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and much less compressed than in the last ;- but, like that variety, its 
_ mesial sinus is large, and very profound, with angular margins, and its 
mesial fold strongly elevated. In old individuals, the valves become 
often remarkably gibbous, the convexity exceeding the length, and nearly 
equaling the breadth; being much increased by the prominence of the 
mesial fold, and the elevation of the plications forming the margins of 
the sinus. It also differs from the last in generally having but a single 
strong plication in the sinus, and only two on the mesial fold; though 
we sometimes see an individual with the commencement of a second 
smaller plication, occupying one of the slopes of the sinus on one side of 
the middle one, and very rarely one with a third one on the other side. 
Where rudimentary plications exist in the sinus, they usually give 
origin to corresponding partly developed plications on the slopes of the 
mesial fold of the other valve. All of the plications are simple, and, 
excepting the rudimentary ones mentioned, quite coarse, prominent and 
angular; the number on each lateral slope being constantly five or six. 

This is the form referred in Mr. James’s list to O. dentata of Pander. I 
doubt very much, however, whether it agrees with that variety, which 
is described by McCoy, from British specimens, as having constantly 
two plications in the sinus and three on the fold. De Verneuil describes 
it, from Russian specimens, as having one to two plications in the sinus, 
and alludes to American specimens he had seen with three in the same. 
This being a somewhat variable character, I would be less inclined to 
regard the very general presence of but a single plication in the middle of 
the sinus of the form under consideration worthy of notice, if it were not 
for the fact that this shell also presents a very different physiognomy from 
that figured by De Verneuil in his work on the Russian fossil’, already 
cited ; being much more gibbous, with a decidedly more elevated mesial 
fold, a proportionally shorter transverse diameter, much coarser plica- 
tions, and greater general angularity of outline. Indeed, I have seen no 
forms figured in any foreign work agreeing very nearly with either this 
or the last described variety. It is true, Mr. Davidson figures an exam- 
ple with but a single strong plication in the bottom of the sinus, and six 
or seven similar ones on each lateral slope; but still its general rounded 
outline contrasts strongly with the angularity of our shell, and gives it 
more nearly the aspect of the variety lynz. 

Length of a medium-sized specimen, 0.58 inch; breadth, 0.68 inch; 
convexity, 0.60 inch. The largest individual seen measures 0.65 inch in 
length, with a breadth of 1 inch, and a convexity of 0.83 inch. 


Locality and position: Same as last. I am informed that specimens of this variety 
generally occur clustered together, as if gregarious in their habits. I believe neither 
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this nor the last described form ranges into the upper part of the Cincinnati group. 


® specimens studied and figured were sent te the Smithsonian Institution by Mr. 
James and Mr. Shaffer, of Cincinnati. 


Var. 4. ORTHIS (PLATYSTR.) ACUTILIRATA, Con. (sp.). 


Plate 10, figs. 5 a to g. 
Delthyris acutilirata, Con., 1842; Jour. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., Vol. VIII., p. 260, pl. 
XIV., fig. 15. 


Orthis inflata,* O. prolonguta, and O. annieana, James, 1871; Cat. Cincinnati Fossils, 
p. 10. 


The typical and most common form of this variety or species (=O. pro- 
longata of Mr. James’s list) is much extended on the hinge line, which 
usually terminates in acutely angular, or even mucronate lateral extremi- 
ties, thus causing the breadth to be sometimes twice, or even, in extreme 
cases, three times the length of the valves. Between these, however, and 

others having the hinge not more than one-fifth greater than the length, 
andonly about equaling their greatest breadth (=O. inflata of Mr. James’s 
list), there is a completely uninterrupted scries of intermediate forms. 

In all of its variations of proportional length and breadth, however, it 

agrees in having three, or very rarely four, simple, angular plications in 
the bottom of the sinus, and four, or very rarely five, on the mesial fold, 
which latter is always rounded, and but comparatively little elevated. 
All of its plications are simple, while they are smaller and more numer- 
‘us than those of any of the other varieties found in this country; there 
ng On each side of the mesial fold and sinus from 11 to 18, making the 
“Wire number about 26 to 40 on each valve. The specimens with the 
omen al extremities most extended have the largest number of plications, 
me ay only because there is more space for them. In these, however, 
tn, bout the same number reach the beaks as on those less dilated, as 
eee Der of the outer ones on the lateral extensions of those more pro- 
Th, = Aaterally, run out on the hinge line without reaching the beaks. 
ys form becomes quite gibbous with age, the gibbosity being gener- 
XW ost obvious (though not always actually greatest) in the specimens 
tenet = xtended on the hinge line, some of those with the most produced 
bitray extremities having the middle portions of the valves quite as 
CORY 2x as any of the others of the same anterio-posterior dimensions. In 
hese the lateral slopes are very concave, and the anterior lateral mar- 
POS sinuous and strongly converging toward the front. The mesial 


Oe 


* Not O. inflata, Salter. 
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sinus is well defined, and widens and deepens rather rapidly forward ; 
and, as the mesial fold is proportionally less elevated, the front is often 
thus caused to be distinctly sinuous in the middle. 

Old specimens become quite thickened within, and consequently have 
the cavity for the muscular attachments in the ventral valve very deep, 
and similar to that of the var.lynz. The surface granulations are usually 
very beautifully preserved on this variety. 

In its much longer hinge line, more produced and acutely angular 
lateral extremities, more numerous and smaller plications, this form con- 
trasts strongly with the variety lynz ,* while in these characters and its 
more depressed and rounded mesial fold, it is even much more strongly 
distinguished from all of the other known kindred forms of this country. 

In its great proportional breadth, and the small size and greater num- 
ber of its plications, this shell would seem to agree more nearly with the 
typical European variety biforata, than any other we have in this coun- 
try. Yet it differs in rarely ever having more than three (never more 
than four) plications in the sinus, instead of five to seven (see McCoy’s 
description of that form). It probably also differs in having its great 
lateral extension only at and near the hinge line, thus producing acutely 
angular lateral extremities, as this character is not mentioned in any of 
the descriptions of that variety I have seen. So far as I have yet ob- 
served, no form exactly corresponding to this has been figured from any 
foreign locality; and it is the most strongly marked type of the group 
yet known in this country. I am much inclined to think it ought to be 
separated specifically from all the other forms here noticed under the 
general name biforata, not only on account of the differences mentioned, 
but because it is confined to one horizon; while all of the others, except- 
ing the var. lynz, which has a much greater range, belong to lower 
horizons. 

It is a little remarkable that Mr. Conrad’s excellent figure and descrip- 
tion of this variety, or species, published in the Journal of the Philad. 
Academy in 1842, should have been entirely overlooked. This probably 
arose from the fact that he (erroneously, as I must think) mentioned the 
Falls of the Ohio as the locality from which his type was obtained. Find- 
ing that his figure agrees so exactly with specimens of this shell from 
Richmond, Indiana, and never having seen any similar shell from the 
Falls of the Ohio, I wrote to Mr. S. S. Lyon, of Jeffersonville, Indiana, who 
has long been familiar with the fossils of that locality, asking him if he 


* It shades off, however, toward that variety through the individuals least extended 
on the hinge (0. inflata, James), which differ from var. lynx, mainly in their more 
numerous and smaller plications. 
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had ever found this form at the Falls of the Ohio; and he wrote back that 
he had never seen such & shell there, or in any of the collections from 
that locality, and could not believe that it occurs there. I then sent one 
of the Richmond specimens to Mr. Conrad, and he wrote back that it is, 
beyond all question, the form figured and described by him under the 
name Delthyris acutilirata. 
It is worthy of note that in the same paper in which Mr. C. described 
his form, he also figured Rynchonella capaz, from Richmond, Indiana ; 
% that it is evident he had at the same time before him collections from 
that locality, and it is probable that he was led to cite the Falls of the Ohio, 
Nstead of Richmond, by some accidental confusion of labels, or by a slip 
f the pen. 
Length of a moderate-sized, laterally extended specimen, 0.76 inch; 
fo wath, 1.53 inches; convexity, 0.77 inch. Some examples are propor- 
“2a lly more extended on the hinge line, and others much less. 
Moa! and position: Richmond, Ind., and Clinton, Warren and some of the adjoining 
‘ies of Ohio, in the upper part of the Cincinnati group. Not found at Cincin- 
SL or elsewhere so low in the series. 


Genus RHYNCHONELLA, Fischer de Waldh., 1809. 
(Mem. Soc. Imp. Mosc. II.) 
RHYNCHONELLA DENTATA, Hall. 
Plate 11, figs. 3 a, b, c, d. 
Atrypa dentata, Hall, 1847; Paleont. N. Y., Vol. L, p. 148, pl. XXXIIL., figs. 14 a, b, c. 
Rhynchonella dentata, Hall, 1859; Regents’ 12th Ann. State Cab. Report, p. 65; James 

(1872), Cat. Lower Sil. Fossils, Cincinnati Group, p. 11. 

Shell rather small, trigonal-sub-globose, generally slightly wider than 
long, and usually, in adult examples, quite convex; posterior lateral 
Margins nearly straight, or a little convex in outline, and converging to 
the beaks at nearly a right angle; anterior lateral margins rounded or 
sub-angular; front usually a little sinuous, as seen in a direct view of 
either valve. 

Dorsal valve more convex than the other, particularly in the anterior 
central region, where it is often very prominent, being elevated in the 
form of a distinct mesial ridge that is divided into two plications by a 
central furrow; lateral slopes rounding off more or less abruptly, and 
each occupied by from four to five simple, rather angular radiating pli- 
cations; beak strongly incurved. 

Ventral valve (as seen in a side view) somewhat strongly arched from 
beak to front, or more or less compressed in the central region, and 
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abruptly curved up at the front and beak; mesial sinus commencing 
small near the beak, and widening and deepening (with sloping sides 
and a single central plication) to the front, where it equals about one- 
half the entire breadth, and terminates a more or less produced, sub- 
trigonal marginal projection, curved up nearly at right angles to the 
plane of the valve, and fitting into a corresponding sinus in the edge of 
the same; lateral slopes generally quite abrupt from the edges of the 
mesial sinus, and each occupied by about five simple sub-angular plica- 
tions; beak incurved, but not so closely upon that of the other as.to con- 
ceal the small foramen under its apex. 

Surface of both valves with the plications continued to the points of 
the beaks, and imparting to the interlocking anterior margins a sharply 
zig-zag outline; while on well-preserved specimens, very fine, obscure 
lines of growth may be seen, by the aid’of a magnifier, crossing the pli- 
cations and furrows between them, parallel to the zig-zag anterior and 
lateral margins ; though these lines are usually nearly or quite obsolete, 
excepting near the front. 

Length of a rather large, well-developed, gibbous specimen, 0.51 inch ; 
breadth of do., 0.55 inch; convexity, 0.67 inch. Some individuals are 
proportionally more convex, and others less. 


The specimens of this shell before me are generally larger, and often 
more convex, than the typical form (or at least than the figured speci- 
men) of the New York species; but, otherwise, they seem to agree quite 
well with the figures and description of the same. They are, however, 
quite as much, or even more, like some varieties of R. diodonta, Dalman, 
as illustrated by Mr. Davidson in his Monograph of the British Silurian 
Brachiopoda, pl. XXI. Yet they generally differ in being straighter or 
more sinuous in front, and rather more gibbous; while they are decidedly 
less variable in the number of plications. Among a large number of 
specimens, I have never seen one with more than a single plication in 
the mesial sinus, and two on the mesial fold, though there is very rarely 
a rudimentary plication a little raised on each side of the usual two 
forming the fold of the dorsal valve; while a large majority of 
them have only four or five on each lateral slope of each valve; and 
where we find one or two more, it is only by counting mere rudimentary 
lateral ones, so slightly developed as scarcely to attract attention. 

Locality and position: The New York specimens are referred doubtfully to the 
Trenton group. Those here under consideration came from Richmond, Indiana, and 
from some of the adjoining portions of Ohio, where they are rather common in the 


upper part of the Cincinnati group. I am indebted to Mr. James, of Cincinnati, for 
some fine specimens of this species. 
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RHYNCHONELLA CAPAX, Conrad (sp.). 
Plate 11, figs. 6 a to f. 


Atrypa cCappazx, Conrad, 1842; Jour. Philad. Acad. Sci., Vol. VIII., p. 264, pl. XIV., fig. 21. 
Atrypa irecrebescens, Hall, 1847; Palseont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 146, pl. XXXIIL., fig. 13 a-y. 
! Alrypa srebtrigonalis, Hall, 1847; Paleont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 145, pl. 33, fig. 12. 
!Rimchorzella subtrigonalis, 1859; Regents’ 12th Ann. State Cab. Report, p. 65. 
Riumchon ela increbescens, Hall, 1859; Regents’ 12th Ann. State Cab. Report, p. 66; and 
ınl3tin do. (1861), p. 66; also (1862) Wisconsin Geological Report, p. 55. 
Eiynchoreeiia capar, Billings, 1862; Palseozoic Fossils of Canada, Vol. I., p. 142. 


Shell attaining about a medium size, varying with age from com- 
Presse sub-trigonal to sub-globose, old examples being often more con- 
vex than their diameter in any other direction ; posterior lateral mar- 

nn SO mmewhat straightened and converging to the beaks at about a right 
ta. © Ara young shells, but becoming more rounded in the adult; lateral 
or nes rounding to the front, which is more or less distinctly sinuous, 

early straight in the middle. 
nn valve generally a little more convex than the other, most prom- 
the 4m the middle, and rounding abruptly, or sloping more gently, from 
ent Sentral region in all directions; the more elevated part forming 
ku, omy a depressed mesial ridge that is nearly flat, and occupied by 
tro pi Acations on top, and rarely continues two-thirds of. the way to the 
ine y incurved beak ; while on young or compressed individuals, it is 
Er 1» marked even anteriorly ; lateral slopes each occupied by four to 
en or eight simple angular plications. 
on Atel valve with its beak abruptly pointed, and very strongly in- 
try upon that of the other valve, in adult shells, but less distinctly 
tess "©, and showing a small opening under its apex, in young examples; 
the 1221 sinus deep and well defined in gibbous specimens, and less so in 
the “a <>ung or more compressed forms, never quite reaching the point of 
the <> ak, and always having three simple, rather angular plications in 
well bottom, that extend, like the others, to the apex of the beak, in 
ere reserved specimens; lateral slopes each occupied by from five to 
= “A simple plications. 
rc. eire surface of both valves marked by numerous very regular, 
Yi gly zig-zag, prominent, sublaminar marks of growth, that become 
"ar y or quite obsolete, sometimes, on old examples. 

br “ngth of a medium-sized, moderately gibbous individual, 0.75 inch ; 

©adth, 0.81 inch; convexity, 0.66 inch. 


This species varies considerably in form, but generally increases regu- 
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larly in convexity with age, some of the larger individuals becoming ex- 
tremely gibbous. It varies comparatively little, however, in the number 
of plications, though the younger individuals usually show the marks of 
growth more distinctly than the largest and most convex ones. Jaarge 
examples have the substance of the shell often much thickened within, 
on each side of the umbonal region of the ventral valve, with a deep 
angular impression between, for the muscular scars, and a deep, narrowly- 
rounded, rostral cavity, which makes the beak of this valve very thin, 
so that its apex is often broken away in such a manner as to appear as 
if there had been a perforation there. But many well-preserved, adult 
specimens, show that this is not the case, though there was always a 
small opening under the immediate apex, in young shells, which became 
closed, by the close incurving of the beak upon that of the other valve, 
with age. The hinge teeth of the ventral valve are quite prominent, 
and between these and the beak there is a concave space on each side of 
the rostral cavity, that sometimes presents the appearance of a very re- 
stricted concave area; but it seems to be the result of the truncation, as 
it were, of the thickened margin on each side of the rostral cavity, to 
form a space for the strongly incurved beak of the opposite valve. The 
cardinal process of the dorsal valve is moderately prominent, and so 
deeply divided as to present the appearance of two diverging teeth, with 
a slender, slightly raised ridge or line in the bottom of the division 
between ; while a more or less defined mesial internal ridge extends for- 
ward nearly to the middle of the interior surface of the valve, and just 
outside of these divisions of the cardinal process, a deep pit is seen on 
each side, for the reception of the teeth of the other valve. 

It is a little surprising that Mr. Conrad’s name, capaz, was not retained 
for this shell, when there is not the slightest reason to doubt that his 
name was proposed for a gibbous example of the same species. He gives 
Richmond, Indiana, as the locality, at which place it is well known to 
occur in great numbers, while no other similar form has been found 
there. I have now before me numerous specimens collected at Rich- 
mond, by Mr. Case and myself, some of the larger, more gibbous exam- 
ples of which, that have lost their marks of growth, agree exactly with 
Mr. Conrad’s figure. 


Locality and position: Upper part of the Cincinnati group, at Oxford and other 
localities in Ohio; Richmond, Madison, and elsewhere in Indiana; Maysville and 
Frankfort, Kentucky, as well as at many other localities of the West. It also occurs 
at the same horizon, and in the Trenton limestone, in New York. Prof. Hall gives 
Cincinnati as one of its localities, in the first volume Palreont. N. Y., but it does not 
occur there, nor within twenty miles of that city, Iam informed by Prof. Orton. 
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Genus ZYGOSPIRA, Hall, 1862.* 
(Regents’ 15th Ann. State Cab. N. H. Report, p. 154.) 
ZYGOSPIRA MODESTA, Nay (sp.). 
Plate 11, figs. 4 a, b, c, d. 
Poducta modesta, Say; MS. 
"YPa modesta, Hall, 1847; Palzont. N. Y., Vol. L., p. 141, pl. XX.XIIL., fig. 15. 


m 3? related to Leptocostia? Hall, 1859; Regents’ 12th Arf. State Cab. Report, 


| ne modesta, Hall, 1862; Regents’ 15th Report State Cab., p. 154. 


—1 small, rather depressed, nearly plano-convex, sub-orbicular, or 
Wwetimes a little wider than long; posterior lateral margins often slightly 
straightened and converging to the beaks at an obtuse angle; lateral 
margins more or less rounded; front rounded, or sometimes a little 
straightened, or very slightly sinuous at the middle. 

Dorsal valve with a rather shallow, undefined mesial sinus of moderate 
breadth at the front, but becoming rapidly narrower, and less impressed 
posteriorly, so as often to die out before reaching the umbo; surface on 
each side of the sinus gently convex centrally, and sloping gradually to 
the lateral margins; beak but slightly prominent and incurved. 

Ventral valve, with a low mesial ridge, corresponding to the sinus of 
the other valve, excepting that it is generally most prominent near the 
middle, and somewhat depressed anteriorly; while on each side of the 
ridge the slopes are distinctly compressed ; beak small, abruptly pointed, 
Projecting beyond that of the other valve, and rather distinctly arched ; 
but not so closely incurved as to conceal the small fissure, which seems 
to be closed below by a deltidium, that leaves a minute aperture above, 
just under, or extending to, the apex; margin on each side of beak cari- 
nated, so as to give the appearance of a kind of false cardinal area. 

Surface of each valve ornamented by about 16 to 18 small, simple, 
radiating plications, of which about three to five near the front of the 
dorsal valve occupy the mesial sinus, the middle one being usually a little 
the largest ; while on the ventral valve about four of the largest occupy 
the mesial prominence, the furrow between the middle two being gener- 
ally alittle larger and deeper than the others; marks of growth undefined, 
Orextremely minute and obscure. 

Length of a mature, moderately large specimen, 0.26 inch; breadth, 
0.30 inch ; convexity, 0.15 inch. 
ee 

*As I have elsewhere stated, this group seems to be closely related to Anoplotheca 
of Sandberger, 1856. 
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This neat, well-marked little shell is very abundant, and easily recog- 
nized. Its most marked characters are its small size, and sub-plano- 
convex form,.with a shallow mesial depression in the dorsal valve, and 
a corresponding mesial elevation on the ventral valve, provided with a 
slightly larger and deeper furrow along its middle than those separating 
the other plications. 


Locality and position: In New York, this shell is said to have been found only in 
the Utica Slate, or upper part of the Trenton Limestone, at Turin, Lewis county. In 
Ohio, it ranges from the lower part of the Cincinnati group, at that city, to the top of 
the series, and into the Clinton group. It occurs in the upper beds of the Cincin- 
nati group at Richmond, Ind., and Oxford and many other localities in Ohio; also at 
Madison, Ind., and in the corresponding beds in Kentucky, as well as at many other 
western localities. 


ZYGOSPIRA CINCINNATIENSIS, James. 
Plate 11, figs. 5 a, b, c. 
Zygospira Cincinnatiensis, 1871; Catalogue Lower Sil. Foss., Cincinnati Group, p. 11. 


This variety or species differs from the last, in its larger size, greater 
proportional breadth, more prominent mesial elevation, with a larger 
and deeper sulcus along its middle, and in the deeper mesial sinus of its 
dorsal valve, and the more spreading character of its lateral plications. 
Its plications likewise differ in being proportionally coarser, and more 
angular, and more frequently show a disposition to bifurcate, particularly 
those on the sides of the mesial elevation of the ventral valve, and within 
or near the mesial sinus of the dorsal valve. Its lateral margins are 
likewise generally more compressed ; and the beak of its ventral valve 
rather more strongly incurved. 

Under a strong magnifier, in a favorable light, extremely minute, 
regular, and closely crowded concentric strie may sometimes be seen on 
the sides of the plications, and other protected parts of the shell. These 
are similar to those sometimes seen on the last, but more distinct. 

Although this is possibly a distinct species from the last, it would, I 
should think, be rather difficult to distinguish young or small examples 
of it from that shell. Hence I am inclined to think that it may be only 
a robust variety of the same. 

Length of one of the largest examples, 0.41 inch; breadth, 0.52 inch; 
convexity, 0.25 inch. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group, at an elevation of 250 feet above low-water 
mark, Cincinnati, Ohio. I am indebted to Mr. James, of Cincinnati, for some fine 
examples of this form. 
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ZyYGosPpIRA HrapDı, Billings, (sp.). 
Plate 11, figs. 1 a,b, ¢, d. 


Athyris Hendi, Billings, 1862; New Sp. Lower Sil. Fossils, p. 147, figs. 125 a, b, 126 a, b, 
and 127 a,b; also Geol. Canada, Palseozoic Foss., Vol. I., p. 147, with same figures ; 
James (1871), Cat. Lower Sil. Foss., Cincinnati Group, p. 11. 

PAtwpa ? Headi, var. .Anglica, Davidson, 1867 ; Monogr. Brit. Foss. Brach., part VII., 

Xo. 2, pl. XXIL, figs. 1-7. 

“upira Headi, Hall, 1872; Plate 13, figs. 23 and 25, of illustrations accompanying a 

"issue of a paper entitled “ Notice of New and Little Known Brachiopoda,” etc., 

dated March, 1871. 


Shell attaining a medium or rather large size, longitudinally oval, the 
front being regularly rounded, and the lateral margins more broadly 
unded, or sometimes slightly straightened along the middle; valves 

th weather evenly convex. Dorsal valve a little less convex than the 

Other, its greatest prominence being near the middle, but without any 
acess of a mesial ridge; beak very short and incurved, Ventral valve 
With its greatest convexity behind the middle; mesial sinus almost obso- 
lete, <r only consisting of a slight flattening along the middle of the 
ante icy slupe, on each side of which the lateral slopes are sometimes 
very = Lightly compressed; beak only moderately prominent, obtusely 

enteo and strongly incurved upon that of the other valve, while on 

ah = 2 de of it a slight carination extends laterally, so as to give some- 
wha €, © he appearance of a false area. Surface ornamented by tine, even, 
my>1 , radiating strie. Interior unknown. 

ler goth of a medium-sized specimen, 0.61 inch; breadth, 0.52 inch ; 
MV =acity, 0.34 inch. 


I 


hh 
of by 
Tathky 


lar 


=a_ve seen no specimens showing the interior of this shell, though one 
“se before me shows the hinge of the ventral valve. This has a 
“= 3 prominent, compressed, oblique tooth on each side of the triangu- 
S= sure, which latter extends up nearly to the point of the beak. This 
fe = @ was doubtless closed below by a deltidium, so as to leave a minute, 
Ag perforation at the end of the beak. 
Ir ~ Billings evidently had no specimens of this shell showing its inte- 
st the time he described it, as he neither figured nor described its 
%- mal characters. He afterwards, however, wrote to Mr. Davidson 
bat he had determined that it has internal spires arranged as in Atrypa. 
Au =. later date, Prof. Hall illustrated one of these appendages of this 
Mein showing it to have the paucispiral character, and to be accompanied 


TIO} 
inte 
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by other peculiarities characterizing his group Zygospira, which may be 
only a sub-genus or section of the genus Atrypa. 


Locality and position: Upper part of the Cincinnati group, in Clinton county, Ohio. 
Madison, Indiana, etc. Mr. Billings’s typical specimens were from the equivalent 
beds of the Cincinnati group, on the south shore of the St. Lawrence, opposite Three 
Rivers. I am indebted to Mr. James, of Cincinnati, for the only specimens of this 
species I have seen, as well as for a knowledge of its position in these western rocks. 

Mr. Davidson refers doubtfully to this species, an English shell, from the Caradoc 
Limestone. It is a larger, more robust form, with a more decided sinus in the front 
of the ventral valve, and may be specifically distinct. 


Genus RETZIA, King, 1850. 
(Permian Fossils of England, p. 137.) 
RETZIA (TREMATOSPIRA) GRANULIFERA, Meek. 
Plate 11, figs. 6 a, b, c, d, e. 
Retzia ( Trematospira) granulifera, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 318. 


Compare Retzia Salteri, Davidson (1848), as illustrated in his Monogr. British Sil. 
Brach., pl. XII., figs. 21 and 21 a, b. 


Shell transversely oval, the length being about four-fifths the breadth, 
moderately convex, the convexity of the two valves being very nearly 
equal; lateral margins rather narrowly rounded in outline; front and 
anterior lateral margins broadly rounded, or perhaps the former some- 
times straight or slightly sinuous in outline in the middle; cardinal 
margin nearly straight on each side, and sloping at an angle of about 
140° from the beaks toward the lateral extremities. 

Dorsal valve nearly evenly convex, its greatest prominence being 
slightly behind the middle; provided with about thirteen simple, angu- 
lar, radiating plications or costs, five of which on the middle are smaller 
than the others (the middle one being smallest and not continued to the 
beak), and forming together a very low flattened mesial elevation, 
scarcely rising above the general convexity; beak rather strongly in- 
curved. . 

Ventral valve of much the same form as the other, excepting that its 
beak is somewhat more prominent, perforated,* and incurved upon that 


*The immediate point of the beak of the ventral valve seems to be slightly broken 
in the specimen ; though it has the appearance of having been naturally perforated 


before receiving the slight injury. 
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ofthe other valve; while two of its middle cost are much smaller than 
‘he others, and the first one on each side of these is intermediate in size 
bttween the smallest central ones and the largest on the lateral slopes; 
ese four smaller ones being a little depressed, so as to form a shallow 
Resial sinus that is not continued to the beak. Crossing all of these pli- 
“tions of both valves are numerous fine lines of growth; while the 
‘ntire surface, as seen under a magnifier, is occupied by minute project- 
ng Points, like grains of sand, and between these, a higher magnifying 


PWer shows the whole surface to be very minutely and regularly 
PActate. 


©x gth, 0.37 inch ; breadth, 0.50 inch ; convexity, 0.27 inch. 


“Ail the distinctions between the genus feizia and the proposed 
Won: Trematospira (if any exist) are better defined, and the interior of 
Yne species here described can be determined, it is not possible to say to 
which of these groups it most properly belongs. 

Specifically, however, it seems to be closely allied to Trematospira gib- 
bosa of Hall, from the Hamilton group. Yet it differs not only in having 
two to three more plications on each valve, but also in having five, in- 
stead of three, a little raised, to form the mesial fold of the dorsal ‘valve 
(the middle one being also much smaller), and four depressed, to form 
the mesial sinus (the middle two being much smaller than the others). 
It so nearly resembles the New York form, however, that I should almost 
be inclined to suspect that it might be only a variety of the same 
species, if it were not found at so much lower a horizon. It must be very 
rare, aa I have only heard of the single typical specimen being found. 

After publishing a description of this species, and since writing the 
foregoing, I have observed that it is even more closely allied to the 
English species Retzia Salteri of Davidson, than to the American form 
with which I have compared it above. Indeed, it so very nearly resem- 
bles Mr. Davidson’s figure, tuat I strongly suspect that it will be found 
to be specifically identical. As I have already proposed a distinct name 
for it, however, I prefer to retain it under the same, until it can be com- 
pared with specimens of the English shell. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the’ Lower Silurian, at the base of the 
series exposed at Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 
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Gexus PHOLIDOPS, Hall, 1860.* 
(13th Report of Regents, p. 92.) 
PHOLIDOPS CINCINNATIENSIS, Hall. 
Plate 5, figs. 2 a, b. 
Pholidops Cincinnatiensis, Hall, 1872; Discr. New Sp. Fossils, pl. 3, fig. 10. 

Shell small, ovate in outline. Larger valve about one-fifth longer than 
wide, with height one-third to one-fourth the breadth. Apex obtuse, 
near half way between the middle and the larger end. Anterior end 
narrowly rounded, posterior end somewhat more broadly rounded, or 
almost sub-truncate. Surface ornamented by six or seven sub-imbricat- 
ing marks of growth. Smaller valve unknown. 

Length, 0.14 inch; breadth, 0.12 inch; height of larger valve, 0.04 
inch. 


This species is very closely allied to Pholidops ovatus from the Upper 
Silurian Shaly limestone, from which it seems only to differ in having a 
less number of imbricating laming of growth; the figure of that species 
showing about twelve of these lamins, while in the Cincinnati species 
there are only about seven or eight. Such a difference would scarcely 
warrant a separation, if it were not for the decidedly different horizons 
at which these forms occur. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, about three hundred 
feet above low-water mark of the Ohio, at Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. James’s collection. 


LAMELLIBRANCHIATA. 
Genus AMBONYCHIA, Hall, 1847. . 
(Paleont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 163.) 
AMBONYCHIA COSTATA, James. 
Plate 12, figs. 5 a, b, ¢. 
Ambonychia costata, James, 1871; Catalogue L. S. Fossils, Cincinnati Group, p. 13 
(without a description). 
Shell of about medium size, moderately oblique, sub-ovate, very thin, 
rather compressed, the left valve being apparently a little more convex 
than the other; basal margin regularly rounded; posterior margin 





* Mr. Davidson thinks this not distinct from Pseudocrania of McCoy, 1859; but it 
seems to me to differ sufficiently from Prof. McCoy’s type t6 require a distinct generic 
name. 
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apparently broadly convex in outline ; anterior side truncated, or a little 
Concave above, and rounding into the base below; beaks pointed ter- 
minal, rather oblique, and rising moderately above the cardinal margin ; 
Umbonal slopes not angular, or very prominent; hinge line straight, 
short, and ranging at an angle of about 60° to the longer axis of the 
valves. Surface of both valves ornamented by about twenty simple, de- 
Pressed, radiating coste (narrower than the flat interspaces) and fine 
Concentric strie of growth. 
Length, measuring obliquely from the points of the beaks to the most 
Prominent part of the basal margin, about 1.63 inches; anterio-posterior 
diameter, about 1.10 inches; convexity of the two valves, 0.54 inch. 


This form will be readily distinguished from the other known species 

by its small number, and more widely separated costs, and rather com- 

Pressed, narrow form. It also differs from A. radiata, in having its coste 

*eparated by flat interspaces, instead of “ regularly concave grooves, nar- 
“ower than the radii.” 


icality and position: Cincinnati group, 350 feet above low-water mark, at Cincin- 
"t, Ohio. Mr. U. P. James's collection. 


AMBONYCHIA (MEGAPTERA*) ALATA, Meek. 
Plate 11, fig. 9; and 12, fig. 10. 
Kony tere Casei,? James, 1871; Cat. Fossils Cincinnati Group, p. 13 (not of Meek and 
Vortin en). 
Anlore 2y¢F,ia (Megaptera) alata, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 319. 


Shel] attaining a moderately large size, sub-trigonal in general out- 
line ©Onmpressed posterio-dorsally, and more convex in the umbonal and 
TO 
fore, Art proposing the name Megaptera, for these great winged species, in 1866, Mr. 
Dre ©n and the writer were not aware that this name had been previously used by 
of te ray for a genus of Whiles. Naturalists do not agree in regard to the propriety 
ining the same name for different genera, or sub-genera, in such cases. Where 
lish Groups belong to the same class, nearly all agree that only the name first pub- 
wouns Can stand ; but where they belong to different classes or sub-kingdoms, some 
the d retain both names; while others would change the later name, even where 
it era belongs to a different class, sub-kingdom, or kingdom of nature. In case 
Suld be thought desirable to substitute another name for this group, as typified 

YM. Casei, and the species here described, I have proposed to call it Opisthoptera. 
1 Tooend. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., Feb’y, 1872, p. 319.) As yet very little is known 
Tegard to the hinge of these shells, consequently we have not the means of deter- 
Mining whether they should be ranged as a sub-genus under Ambonychia, or as a dis- 


Ct genus, though I at present incline to the former opinion. 
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anterio-central regions; umbonal slopes ranging at an angle of about 
fifty degrees below the hinge line, and broadly rounded; hinge line 
straight, very nearly or quite equaling the greatest anterio-posterior 
diameter of the valves, and ranging nearly at right angles to the anterior 
side of the same; posterior alation very large, not separated from the 
swell of the umbonal and central regions by any defined sulcus, slightly 
rounded at its immediate extremity above; posterior margin faintly 
sinuous a little below its intersection with the hinge margin above, 
thence sloping forward and downward, and finally rounding into the 
regularly rounded base; anterior side more or less concave and nearly 
vertical above, but rounding regularly into the base below; beaks ter- 
minal, rather pointed, rising little above the hinge line, and directed a 
little obliquely upward and forward, with more or less inward curvature. 

Surface ornamented by about twenty-four to twenty-eight simple, 
strong, radiating costs to each valve, that are nearly equal in breadth 
to the furrows between; those on the central portions of the valves pass- 
ing nearly straight from the beaks obliquely to the posterior basal mar- 
gins, those on the anterior side curving more or less forward below, and 
those near the cardinal margin curving a little upward behind, in some 
examples. Crossing all of these coste, and the furrows between, are 
numerous fine, crowded lines, and at regular, distant intervals, a few 
strongly defined, imbricating marks of growth, that curve parallel to 
the basal and posterior margins. 

Height, 2.30 inches; breadth, 2.20 inches; convexity, about 0.80 inch. 


This species was referred with a mark of doubt, by Mr. James, to 
Megaptera Casei of Meek and Worthen, but, after a comparison of these 
shells, I can find no reason for doubting that they are really distinct 
specifically, the M. Casei being merely marked by very numerous alter- 
nating larger and smaller radiating strie, while M. alata is ornamented 
with large, strong, radiating ribs. M. Case: also differs in having its 
umbonal slopes distinctly angular, instead of broadly and evenly rounded, 
as in the species under consideration ; while its ventral margin is angu- 
lar in outline at the termination of the umbonal ridge, instead of being 
rounded. 

Its marks of growth also show that the extremity of its wing was 
rather acutely pointed, instead of being a little rounded, as in the one 
here described. 


Locality and position: Clinton County, Ohio, in upper part of the Cincinnati group 
of the Lower Silurian. Mr. James’s collection. 
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AMBONYCHIA (MEGAPTERA) CasEI, M. and W.? 


Plate 11, fig. 8. 


Antonychia (Megaptera) Casei, Meek and Worthen, 1866; Proceed. Chicago Acad. Sci., 
Vol. I., p. 22; and Illinois Geological Report, Vol. III., p. 337, pl. 4, figs. 9 a, b. 


The only specimen of this shell I have seen, agrees so nearly in form 
and general appearance with the type of the species Casei, that I 
scarcely feel warranted in regarding it as a distinct species. It presents 
“ome differences in the nature of its costs, however, that may possibly 
be fou nd to be of specific importance, if additional specimens should 
show them to be constant. In the typical specimens of A. Casei, the 

i ie #2Yre small, and rather closely arranged, or sometimes alternately a 
He larger and smaller; while in that here under consideration, they 
are of Exearly the same size as those of the type, for about one-third to 
wen Ulf their length, but separated by wider spaces than their own 
may ‚after which they bifurcate, or divide into three, with some other 
ne Onnes intercalated between, so that the whole become much smaller 
A the free margins, though not exactly equal. 
tro 21d this character be found to be constant, and sufficiently distinct 
desi € re typical specimens found at Richmond, to render it desirable to 
A & Xu Za. te the Cincinnati type by a different name, it might be called 
‘SZ cesta. 


<¥ €&2£y and position: Cincinnati group, Cincinnati, Ohio. 


Genus CYPRICARDITES, Conrad, 1811. 
(Ann. Report Palsont. N. Y., p. 51.) 
ÜUYPRICARDITES STERLINGENSIS, M. and W.? (sp.). 


Plate 11, figs. 12 a, b. 


p. sar” 274 Sterlingensis, Meck and Worthen, July, 1866; Proceed. Acad. Nat. 8., Philad., 
“Sq. Illinois Geological Report, Vol. III., p. 339, pl. 4, figs. 10 a, 0, c. 


sata ll obliquely rhomboidal, or rhombic-subcordate, being cordate in 
boicy e a8 seen in an anterior or posterior view, and more or less rhom- 
c ta N as seen from either side. Posterior margin very obliquely trun- 
ner.” with a long slope; posterior basal extremity produced and very 
on “>wly rounded ; basal margin ascending forward with a moderately 
“Wer curve, and rounding upward into the very short, more or less 
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rounded anterior margin. Hinge line short, ranging at an angle of 
about 45° to 50° from the umbonal axis. Umbonal ridges very prom- 
inent, or sub-angular, from the posterior side of the beaks obliquely back- 
ward and downward to the posterior basal extremity; area above and 
behind this ridge, flattened in each valve; and that below and in front 
of it, more or less convex. Surface unknown. Posterior muscular 
impression large, nearly circular, faintly marked, and placed near the 
middle of the posterior truncated margin. Anterior muscular scar 
smaller, more oval, and placed nearly against the anterior margin. 

Length, measuring obliquely from the most prominent part of the 
front to the posterior basal extremity, 2.14 inches; height, at right 
angles to the hinge, 1.75 inches; convexity, 1.25 inches. 


I am not sure that this is the form figured in the Illinois Report, from 
which it seems to differ somewhat in outline. As the typical specimen 
of that species, however, is a cast of the exterior, and that here illus- 
trated is a cast of the interior, the differences of form may be due to that 
fact. In some respects, it resembles more nearly Cyrtodonta Hindi of Bill- 
ings, to which species perfect specimens might possibly show it to 
belong ; although in other characters it seems to be too distinct from that 
form to be the same species. That it belongs to the same genus, how- 
ever, there can scarcely be any doubt. 

In regard to which of the several generic names, Cypricardites, Dolabra, 
or Cyrtodonta, should be retained for such shells, it is not easy to decide, 
in the present state of our knowledge of their characters. The genus 
Cypricardites, as used by Mr. Conrad, was made to include a rather wide 
range of forms, now known to belong to several distinct genera, the 
hinges of which were unknown to him. From the sketch left by him 
with Prof. Hall, of the form from which his description of the hinge was 
evidently drawn up, it seems scarcely to admit of doubt, that it really 
belongs to the same genus called Cyrtodonta, by Mr. Billings, at a later 
date. Although Mr. Billings was entirely excusable for not perceiving 
the probable identity of his shells with Mr. Conrad’s type (the figure of 
which had not at that time been published, while the genus had been 
entirely ignored in quarters where there should not have been the 
slightest doubt in regard to it), the inflexible rules of priority will, I 
think, compel us to adopt Mr. Conrad’s name, Cypricardites, for such 
shells. 

Cyrtodonta Hindi, and the form here under consideration, differ, how- 
ever, in physiognomy, from both the typical forms of Cypricardites and 
Cyrtodonta,; so that it is barely possible that they may belong to a differ- 
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ent group from that to which the names just mentioned were applied. 
If so, however, I should think that they would more probably fall into 
McCoy’s genus Dolabra, some forms of which they nearly resemble. As 
Originally proposed by Prof. McCoy, the genus Dolabra included two ge- 
neric types, one of shells like that here under consideration, and that for 
which Prof. King afterwards proposed the name Schizodus; so that if the 
Mame Dolabra is to be retained at all (and I think the rules of nomen- 
Clature would certainly require that it should be retained), it would seem 
to apply to the group to which the shell here described, and Cyrtodonta 
Hindi, belong. But the probability is, that such forms have essentially 
the hinge characters of Cypricardites, in which case they will probably 
have to be ranged under that older name. At any rate, the specimen we 
have figured, of the form here under consideration, shows, at the point 
marked (¢) in the figure, impressions of the anterior ends of one or two 
posterior lateral teeth, like those in Dolabra angustata; but also equally 
ike those of Cyrtodonta or Cypricardites. 


Locality and position: Richmond, Indiana, in the upper part of the Cincinnati 
group. Mr. L. B. Case’s collection. 


CYPRICARDITES? CARINATA, Meek. 
Plate 12, figs. 6 a, b. 

-Dolabra? carinata, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 326. 
Shel small, rhombic-cordate, very convex along the oblique umbonal 
ate =; posterior margin apparently obliquely truncated; posterior basal 
2802 as = mity more or less angular in outline; basal margin rounding and 

*®a ding obliquely forward from the posterior basal angle ; anterior side 


8] 


int = mely short, or with its margin descending and curving backward 
ny the base, from immediately in front of the beaks; hinge line short, 
hiny =a little inflected so as to form a kind of small area or escutcheon be- 
ste: “A the beaks; beaks prominent, rather oblique, nearly terminal, 
tig, :agly incurved or sub-spiral, and distinctly compressed anterio-poste- 
less zy, so as to be sharply keeled on top, the keel being continued as a 


bas angular umbonal ridge backward and downward to the posterior 

wh =] extremity; flanks in front of the umbonal ridge evenly convex ; 

ca Ne the space above and behind it, near the beaks, is somewhat con- 

an =. Surface only showing obscure traces of lines of growth. Hinge 
interior unknown. + 

on mength, measuring obliquely from the posterior basal angle to the most 

©xminent part of umbonal keels, 0.65 inch; anterio-posterior diameter, 
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measuring parallel to the hinge line (the specimen being defective be- 
hind), 0.40 inch; convexity of the united valves, 0.50 inch; length of 
hinge, about 0.30 inch. 


The only specimen of this species I have seen, has lost, by erosion, some 
portions of the posterior margin, so as to leave doubts in regard to its 
exact outline ; though it has the appearance of having been, when entire. 
more or less truncated behind. The most remarkable features of the 
Species are its prominent sub-spiral and very strongly carinated beaks, 
short hinge, and nearly obsolete anterior side. Its front margin seems 
to have been a little gaping, and the posterior side may have been more 
or less so, though the specimen is not in a condition to show whether or 
not this was the case. 

In. originally referring this little shell to Dolabra, I appended a mark 
of doubt after the generic name, and also distinctly stated that I really 
had very little idea that it belonged properly to that group, but suspected 
that it might be found to belong to an undescribed genus, when its hinge 
characters could be known, in which case I suggested that Rhynchotropis 
would be a good name for it. 

Its hinge still remains unknown, and it is only here placed provision- 
ally under the name Cypricardites, from its apparent relations to the last, 
which it is probable will be found not to differ essentially in its hinge 
characters from the typical forms of that genus. 

Specifically, it will be readily distinguished from the foregoing form, 
not only by its much smaller size, but by its decidedly keeled umbonal 
slopes, more spiral beaks, and shorter anterior margin. It must be very 
rare, as I have only seen the single typical specimen among all the col- 
lections from this horizon. 

Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
where it was found at a horizon of about 175 feet below the tops of the hills. Mr. 
Dyer’s collection. 


Genus MEGAMBONIA, Hall, 1859. 
(12th Ann. Report Regents, p. 12.) 
MEGAMBONIA JAMESI, Meek. - 
Plate 12, figs. 9 a, 6. 


Megambonia ? Spinneri? James, 1871; Cat. Fossils Cincinnati Group, p..12 (not M. 
Spinneri, Hall). 
Megambonia Jamesi, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 321. 
Shell attaining a rather large size, a little obliquely sub-ovate in 
general form, rather convex, the most gibbous part being somewhat 
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above, and in front of, the middle, more or less abruptly cuneate poste- 
riorly and below; basai outline regularly rounded; posterior margin 
rounding into the base, and ascending with a convex curve, and forward 
inclination, to the posterior extremity of the hinge, which is not in the 
slightest degree alate behind; anterior margin rounding into the base 
below, and slightly sinuous under the lobe-like protuberance, or rudi- 
Mentary wing, above; which latter is convex, slightly more prominent 
than the margin below, and defined from the swell of the umbonal regions 
M each side by an oblique sulcus, extending to the hinge margin in 
front of each beak ; hinge equaling about two-thirds the anterio-posterior 
diameter of the valves ; beak rather prominent, or rising distinctly above 
the hinge line, but slightly oblique, and distinctly incurved; umbonal 
slopes broadly rounded; longer axis of the valves a little oblique to the 
finge line. Surface ornamented by very regular, rounded, simple and 
depressed, radiating cost, a little wider than the furrows between, and 
tum bering about five in a space of 0.30 inch near the middle of the lower 
Dargin 7 : 
Height about 2.50 inches; anterio-posterior diameter, 2.16 inches; 
“Uvex ity, 1.50 inches. 


: The Only specimen of this species I have seen, is a cast of the exterior, 
With > ortions of the ventral and anterior ventral margins broken away. 
The beak of its right valve projects rather decidedly above that of the 
left, but I think this is due to accidental displacement of the valves, 
her than to any inequality in their size. It shows distinct indications 
ofa Ww ell-defined, moderately wide, cardinal area, widest under the beaks, 
and Wi zZvrrowing to the extremities of the hinge. 
“© - James referred this species, in his list of the Cincinnati fossils, 
with a mark of doubt, to the Lower Helderberg species, M. Spinner of 
Hall. But in addition to the rather widely different geological horizons 
fron, which these two shells were obtained, they seem to me to differ so 
mC@xriaslly in form as to be clearly distinct species, even if similarly 
he eed while the typical specimen of M. Spinneri shows no traces of 
that. S gular radiating costs seen on the species here described. It is true 
cast Che specimen of that species figured is an internal cast, and ours a 
cher Of the exterior, which might account for the difference of surface 
obl; “cters, but this would not produce the degree of difference in form, 
ne an Uity,and general physiognomy. To me it appears to be much more 
He Ly like the typical species M. carditformis, from the New York Upper 
erberg Limestone; though clearly distinct in having much larger 
a as well as a wider and more defined cardinal area. 
e group Megambonia of Hall, 1859, seems, so far as yet known, scarcely 
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more than sub-generically distinct from the typical forms of Cypricardites, 
Conrad. Mr. Billings thinks it also exactly agrees with the group for 
which he proposed the name Vanuzemia, in 1853, and placed by him as 
a sub-genus under his genus Cyrtodonta, 1858, a species of which, as 
already stated, seems to be the type of Conrad’s Cypricardites, 1841. If 
the name Vanuzemia should be retained for the type under consideration, 
and that group placed as a sub-genus, then the name of our fossil, when 
written in full, would be Cypricardites ( Vanuxemia) Cincinnatiensis ; but if 
Megambonia is distinct from Vanuremia, and a sub-genus under Cypri- 
cardites, then its full name would be Cypricardites (Megambonia) Cincin- 
natienss. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
about 350 feet above low-water mark of the Ohio river. Mr. U. P. James’s collection. 


Genus CLIDOPHORUS, Hall, 1847. 
(Paleont. N. Y., Vol. L., p. 300). 
CLIDOPHORUS (NUCULITES?) FABULA, Hall, (sp.). 
Plate 11, figs. 10 a, b. 
| Nucula fabula, Hall, 1845; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. XLIII., p. 295. 


Shell minute, or very small, transversely sub-elliptic, moderately con- 
vex ; extremities narrowly rounded, the anterior end being narrower 
than the posterior; basal margin forming a broad semi-elliptic curve ; 
beaks rather depressed, slightly tumid, and placed a little in advance of 
the middle; dorsal margin sloping gently from the beaks, the anterior 
slope being rather less gradual than the other, and, in the cast, a little 
concave in front of the beaks. Anterior muscular impressions distinctly 
defined by the internal ridge, which leaves a rather deep furrow just in 
advance of each beak in casts of the interior. 

Length, 0.06 inch; height, 0.03 inch; convexity, about 0.02 inch. 


Although the proportions of this little shell do not conform to the literal 
meaning of the words used in Prof. Hall’s description, as these terms are 
now most generally applied in describing bivalves, I have little doubt 
that his description was intended for this species. It is scarcely possible, 
however, to be positively sure of this, as he gave no figure, and but a 
brief description, with the measurement of only one of its diameters. If 
by the words “twice as wide as long,” he meant that the anterio-posterior 
diameter is twice the height of the shell, it would apply exactly to the 
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little shell under consideration ; but if he meant the reverse, of course it 
Would not. The terms height, length, and breadth, have been, at differ- 
“nt times, and by different authors, variously applied, in describing such 
Shells, and as it is very improbable that Prof. Hall’s type is either twice 
48 high, or twice as convex, as its anterio-posterior diameter, it is almost 
ettain that he either inadvertently reversed the words “long” and 

Wide,” or that he viewed the anterio-posterior diameter as the breadth, 
4nd the height as the length, as is even yet done by some. 


Locality and position: Near the middle of the Cincinnati group, at the tops of the 
ills at Cincinnati, Ohio. Specimens studied sent by Mr. Miller, of Cincinnati, to the 
Smithsonian Institution. 


Genus TELLINOMYA, Hall, 1847. 
(Palseont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 151). 
TELLINOMYA? OBLIQUA, Hall (sp.). 


Plate 11, figs. 11 a, b, c. 
N zecula obliqua, Hall, 1845; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. XLIIL., p. 292. 


ft oak very small, compressed, sub-circular, approaching sub-quadrangu- 
in Mr = aught and breadth about equal; anterior margin short and rounding 
orla Cine rounded basal margin; posterior margin sub-truncated, or more 
gin KR rounded ; beaks elevated, nearer the anterior margin ; dorsal mar- 
and “ping from the beaks, the anterior slope being the more abrupt, 
shar Ge margin behind the beaks straighter, more compressed and 
ine ST surface smooth ; internal casts showing the muscular impres- 
Co be comparatively rather distinct. Hinge unknown. 


“©, pth, 0.06 inch; height slightly less; convexity, 0.03 inch. 


P 
TOF. Hall’s description of his Nucula obliqua is so very brief (about 


ns Alines) that it is impossible to be sure that the little shell here de- 
sand “dis the same, especially as he gave no figure. As it is from the 
tha, = locality and position, however, and agrees better with his description 
She any form I have seen from these rocks, it is probably his species. 

‘Ald it prove to be distinct, however, it may take the name T. micro- 
Pore which would probably not, in any event, be superfluous, since 
# Lock had named a little Silurian shell Arca obliqua, in 1843, that 

Vig apparently fall into the same genus with this, if the hinge of this 


Rely (which I have not clearly seen) is crenulated. 


Locality and position: Same as last. Specimens from Mr. Miller. 
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Genus ANODONTOPSIS, McCoy, 1851. 
(Brit. Pal. Foss., p. 270.) 
ANODONTOPSIS? MILLERI, Meek. 
Plate 12, figs. 1 a, b, ¢, d. 
Anodontopsis? Milleri, Meek, 1871; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. II., p. 297 (issued 

Sept. 29th for Oct., 1871). 

Shell ovate, rather compressed, or moderately convex, the greatest 
convexity being a little above and slightly in advance of the middle; ex- 
tremities more or less narrowly rounded, basal margin longitudinally semi- 
elliptic in outline, the most prominent part being near the middle; cardi- 
nal margin sloping from the beaks at an angle of 130° to 135°, and round- 
ing into the lateral margins, the anterior slope being more abrupt than 
the other; beaks depressed, and somewhat obtuse, not very convex, 
placed more than one-third the length of the valves from the anterior 
end. Surface smooth, or only with obscure lines of growth. 

Length of a medium-sized adult specimen, 0.83 incl; height, 0.59 inch ; 
convexity, 0.30 to 0.33 inch. 


This shell has been referred by me with some doubt to Anodontopszs of 
McCoy, because it does not seem to correspond exactly in its hinge char- 
acters to his description of that genus, if I have correctly understood him. 
As the hinge of Anodontopsis, however, has not yet been illustrated, and it 
is generally difficult to form very exact conclusions in regard to the char- 
acters of the hinges of bivalves from a description only, the species is 
still retained here doubtfully in Prof. McCoy’s genus. In first describing 
it, I proposed, in case that it should be found to be distinct, to designate the 
genus by the name Orthodontiscus, which may, in that case, be retained 
for it. 

Prof. McCoy’s description of the hinge of Anodontopsis reads as follows: 
“Hinge line shorter than the shell, with a posterior, long, slender tooth 
or cartilage plate extending just below it (double in the right valve), 
and another similar but shorter one in front of the beaks,” and then adds 
that there is “occasionally one small cardinal tooth beneath the beak.” 

In the shell here described, the hinge may be characterized as having 
one rather well-defined, sub-trigonal, or somewhat obliquely extended, car- 
dinal tooth under the beak of the right valve, and a corresponding pit 
under the beak of the left valve, with sometimes an appearance of a small 
rudimentary tooth just in advance of this pit. Of posterior lateral teeth, 
there is, in the right valve, a long one ranging parallel to the cardinal 
margin, with a parallel furrow above and below it for the reception of 
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two long posterior laterals in the left valve, the lower one of which is 
more prominent, and the upper merely linear or rudimentary. The fur- 
row between these two posterior lateral teeth of the left valve is well 
defined, and receives the corresponding tooth of the other valve. Below 
the lower of these furrows, on the posterior side of the right valve, 
there is a very slight marginal ridge, that possibly may sometimes assume 
the character of a second posterior lateral tooth ; but it is most prominent 
anteriorly, where it connects with the cardinal tooth, of which it seems 
rather to be an oblique posterior prolongation, than a distinct tooth.* 
On the anterior side, there is one shorter, anterior lateral tooth in the 
right valve, also ranging parallel to the hinge margin, and above and 
below this a little furrow for the reception of two small anterior laterals © 
in the left valve, which receive between them that of the right valve. 
The pallial line is certainly simple, and the muscular impressions well 
defined, the posterior one being larger than the other, and provided with 
a small accessory scar above, just under the posterior ends of the posterior 
lateral teeth. The ligament or cartilage was probably small and inter- 
nal, as there are no traces of an external ligament to be seen, the valves 
fitting closely all along the hinge margin. No lunule or eschutcheon i is 
© be seen in any of the specimens. 
€ is of course generally very difficult to determine, with certainty, 
€ Jamily affinities of such fossil shells, but I am inclined to regard this 
Mr @.=3 more probably belonging to the Crassatellide, than to the Mytilide, 
Wg» —~wwhich Prof. McCoy associates Anodontopsis. 
sy; He © species here described was named in honor of S. A. Miller, Esq., 
of (> 3 waeinnati, who sent to the Smithsonian Institution the first speci- 
mex&=ss of it I have seen. I am also indebted to him for some broken 
VoL es showing the hinge. For the use of a specimen with the hinge of 
the Left valve exposed, I am likewise under obligations to C. B. Dyer, 
BAS of Cincinnati. . 


<xlity and position: Forty miles west of Cincinnati, Ohio, from above the middle 


f 
Cha Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian. 


ANODONTOPSIS (MODIOLOPSIS? ) UNIONOIDES, Meek. 


jr Plate 12, figs. 2 a, b. 
> >niopeis? unionoides, 1871; Am. Jour. Sci. and .Arts, Vol. II., p. 299 (issued Sept. 
th, for Oct., 1871). 
Sh thin, sub-ovate, rather compressed, most convex slightly above 
in advance of the middle; anterior margin regularly rounded ; basal 


of * Wnfortunately, figure 1 d does not give a very correct idea of some of the details 
the hinge of the right valve. 
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margin forming a broad semi-elliptic curve, or nearly straight along the 
middle ; posterior margin sloping from the posterior extremity of the 
hinge above, and rounded into the base below; hinge line straight 
apparently rather short; beaks depressed nearly to the hinge margin» 
small, and placed between one-fourth and one-fifth the length of the 
valves from the anterior end. Surface showing only a few distant sub- 
imbricating marks of growth. 
Length, 1.75 inches; height, 1.14 inches; convexity, 0.63 inch. 


Having no very satisfactory knowledge of the hinge of this shell, I 
am in considerable doubt regarding its generic characters. Mr. Miller 
sent me a right valve apparently belonging to it, that shows the interior 
and something of the hinge. It has been worn or macerated, however, 
so as nearly to obliterate the hinge characters. It, nevertheless, shows 
some appearance of a pit nearly under the beak for the reception of a 
cardinal tooth in the other valve; and just in front of the pit, the mar- 
gin shows a slight prominence that may be the remains of a cardinal 
tooth. I cannot see any satisfactory evidence, however, that it had 
either anterior or posterior lateral teeth. Its anterior muscular im- 
pression is moderately distinct, without being very deep. Its outline is 
ovate, and it is placed quite near the anterior margin. The posterior 
muscular impression is not seen in the specimen, but was evidently very 
faintly defined. 

This valve is a little shorter, and proportionally higher, than the typi- 
cal form of the species under consideration, and may or may not belong 
to the same. As far as it gives any indications of the nature of the 
hinge, it would seem not to agree with that of Anodontopsis or Modiolopsis, 
but we yet want positive information on this point. 

Locality and position: Cincinnati, Ohio, in the Cincinnati group of the Lower 
Silurian, at the horizon of 340 feet above the Ohio river. 

In first publishing a notice of this species, owing to a misunderstanding, I errone- 
ously gave 40 miles below Cincinnati as the locality at which it was found. Mr. Mill- 
er has since informed me that he found the typical specimens, as stated above, at 
Cincinnati. 


Genus SEDGWICKIA, McCoy, 1844. 
(Synop. Carb. Fossils of Ireland, p. 61.) 
SEDGWICKIA (?GRAMMYSIA) NEGLECTA, Meek. 
Plate 12, fig. 8. 
Sedgwickia (Grammysia?) neglecta, Meek, 1872 ; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 325. 


Shell transversely ovate, about one-third longer than high, rather dis- 
tinctly compressed, most convex, and most elevated, in the central and 
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umbonal regions, and compressed-cuneate behind; anterior margin 
rounding from the lower end of the lunule into the base, which forms a 
nearly semi-oval curve, its most prominent part being near the middle; 
cardinal margin apparently straight and declining posteriorly from the 
heaks; posterior margin rather narrowly rounded; beaks moderately 
prominent, and scarcely one-third the length of the valves from the 
anterior margin. Surface ornamented with regular, distinct, but not 
very prominent concentric costa, that become suddenly obsolete on the 
posterior third of the valves. Lunule narrow, but sharply defined. 

Length, about 1.04 inches; height, 0.67 inch; convexity, about 0.35 
inch. 


The only specimen of this species I have seen, is an external cast of 
the right valve, that has evidently been, to some extent, accidentally 
Compressed in the region of the beak, but the shell was certainly never 
very convex. It has almost exactly the general aspect, and kind of 
Orhamentation, seen in the typical forms of Sedgwickia, a group that has 
been, Since it was first proposed by Prof. McCoy, included by him in 

his genus Leptodomus, which seems to me to have been originally 
founded on a very distinct type. 
_ Our shell also resembles, rather closely, some forms apparently falling 
into the genus Grammysia; that is, some of the species that present 
BJ ? 
ihe BSpect of that genus, excepting that they want the characteristic 
Qd\ique ridge of the typical species. Until other specimens can be ex- 
amined, and more is known in regard to the hinges of Grammysia and 
Sedgwickia, as well as that of the shell under consideration, its generic 
relations cannot be satisfactorily determined. 


Lecality and position: Upper part of the Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, 
Clinton county, Ohio. Mr. James’s collection. 


SEDGWICKIA ? FRAGILIS, Meek. 
Plate 12, figs. 3 a, b. 
Sedgwickia ? fragilis, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 323. 


Shell rather small, apparently very thin, longitudinally oblong, or 
sub-oval, rather distinctly convex along the umbonal slopes, from the 
beaks toward the posterior basal margin, and down near the anterior 
side; while just under the beaks, a rather strongly marked impression 
descends, widening and deepening as it approaches the base ; basal mar- 
gin sub-parallel in its general outline to the dorsal, but diverging more 
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or less posteriorly, where it is most prominent, while it is rather dis- 
tinctly sinuous toward the front; posterior margin wider than the 
anterior, and more or less truncated ; anterior extremity very short, and 
rounded or somewhat truncated ; hinge line straight and shorter than 
the entire length of the valves, apparently very slightly inflected behind 
the beaks, which are raised a little above the cardinal margin, incurved, 
contiguous, flattened on the outer sides, and placed near the anterior 
end, with a slight, forward inclination. Surface ornamented with mod- 
erately distinct lines and irregular minute wrinkles of growth. 


The only specimens of this species yet known to me, are too imperfect 
to afford exact measurements, though they seem to have been, when 
entire and undistorted, about 0.90 inch in length, 0.73 inch in height, 
and 0.40 inch in convexity. They present some appearance of having 
been gaping behind, and in the anterior ventral region. One specimen 
looks as if it had been truncated, with a backward obliquity, from below 
upward, behind, but this may be due to distortion. 

I am far from being satisfied that this shell is eongeneric with the 
forms for which Prof. McCoy proposed the name Sedgwickia, as nothing 
can be determined, from the specimens yet known, in regard to its hinge 
and muscular and pallial impressions. Possibly I would be nearer right 
to call it Modiolopsis fragilis, bat there is something in its physiognomy 
that suggests affinities to Carboniferous types referred to Sedgwickia and 
Allorisma. : 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at about 350 feet 
above low-water mark of the Ohio river, at Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. U. P. James’s col- 
lection. | 


SEDGWICKIA ? COMPRESSA, Meek. 
Plate 12, figs. 7 a, b. 


® 
Anatina sinuata, James, 1871; Catalogue Fossils, Cincinnati Group, p. 12 (not Anatina ? 
sinuata, Hall). 
Sedgwickia ? compressu, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 324. 


Shell longitudinally oval, compressed, about one-fourth longer than 
high, cuneate posteriorly, and more convex in the central and anterior 
regions, with a slight concavity descending from the beak to the base of 
each valve; posterior margin regularly rounded; base straight and par- 
allel to the cardinal margin in the middle, and rounding up to the ante- 
rior and posterior margins; anterior side short, rounded, or somewhat 
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truncated, but apparently most prominent below; hinge line shorter 
than the valves, straight behind the beaks, but rounding into the poste- 
rior margin at the extremity, erect behind, with some appearance of a 
narrow space for an external ligament farther forward; beaks about one- 
fourth the length of the valves from the anterior margin, raised a little 
above the cardinal margin, nearly contiguous, but not much incurved. 
Surface of a cast that seems to be a little weathered or smoothed by attri- 
tion, showing obscure marks of growth. 

Length, 0.77 inch; height, 0.59 inch; convexity, 0.29 inch. . 


Ihave only seen a single specimen of this species, and as it is a mere 
cast, not showing clearly even the surface markings, little can be said in 
regard to its affınities. Iam even left in some doubt whether its shorter 
side may not be the posterior instead of the anterior, as there is some 
appearance about the points of the beaks of their being rather directed 
ward the longer than toward the shorter side. The appearance, how- 
ever, of a narrow space along the cardinal margin on the longer side, as 
if for an external ligament, seems to indicate that this is the posterior. 

The margins of the valves on the anterior? (shorter) side are a little 

defective above in the specimen, so as to leave room for some doubts 

Whether it was regularly rounded in outline or not. 

Although the specimens of the last described species are much dis- 
torted, it is evident, I think, that they are quite distinct from this, as it 
Would seem impossible to make this shell assume the shape and convexity 
of the last by any conceivable degree of distortion. 

Mr. James referred this species, in his list, to the Upper Silurian fossil 
dnatina? sinuata, Hall, which it resemblesin form. Still it seems to me 
” differ too much in its more elevated beaks, shorter anterior, and 
Ira i szhter basal outline, to be referred to that species, even if found in 
cle ss of the same age; while the rather wide interval between the 
°F 1 ZeOns at which the two forms occur, renders it still more improbable 

hat they belong to the same species. 
, © is extremely difficult to arrive at correct conclusions in regard to 
is t & eneric affinities of such shells from the study of. mere casts, and it 
oh <refore only provisionally that I have referred this and the last de- 
ahs <d species to the genus Sedgwickia. We may rest quite well assured, 
the = Ye that palzozoic forms of the kind cannot be properly referred to 
© xisting genus Anatina. 


Local and position: Same as last. Mr. James’s collection. 
10 
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Genus CARDIOMORPHA, de Koninck, 1844. 


(Anim. Foss. Carb., Belg., p. 101.) 


CARDIOMORPHA?? OBLIQUATA, Meek. 
Plate 12, figs. 4 a, b. 
Cardiomorpha?? obliquata, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 327. 


Shell small, rhombic-cordate; very convex, higher than long; posterior 
margin sloping rather abruptly, and sub-truncate, or a little convex in 
outline from the posterior extremity of the hinge to the posterior basal 
extremity, which is more or less angular or narrowly rounded; basal 
margin short, nearly straight or a little convex from the posterior basal 
extremity to the front; anterior margin short or truncated from imme- 
diately in front of the beaks obliquely downward and backward to the 
base, which it joins at an obtuse, slightly rounded angle; hinge line very 
short, ranging at an angle of about fifty degrees to the umbonal axis, and 
apparently having its margins a little inflected behind the beaks; beaks 
very prominent, oblique, nearly or quite terminal, and strongly incurved; 
posterior umbonal slopes sub-angular near the points of the beaks, but 
becoming rounded below, while the dorsal region between this and the 
hinge is a little concave; anterior umbonal slopes forming a kind of 
ridge, that extends, at something less than a right angle to the hinge, to 
the anterior basal margin, the anterior side thus circumscribed being 
somewhat flattened, and, as seen from the front, presenting a cordate out- 
line. Surface ornamented with small, very regular, simple concentric 
costs, that seem to be obsolete on the anterior and posterior portions of 
the valves. Hinge and interior unknown. 

Length parallel to the cardinal margin, about 0.45 inch; height at 
right angles to hinge, to the tops of the beaks, about 0.45 inch; length, 
measuring from the points of the beaks obliquely to the posterior basal 
extremity, 0.57 inch; convexity, 0.39 inch. 


I have referred this shell provisionally to Cardiomorpha, rather because 
it seems to present at least as many external points of resemblance to 
some species of that genus as to any known paleozoic group, than from 
any strong impression that it really is a true Cardiomorpha. In some 
respects, its general physiognomy suggests affinities to the group of sec- 
ondary shells for which Prof. Agassiz proposed the name Ceromya, 
though I do not think it would fall into that genus. When all of its 
‚characters can be determined, it will probably be found to belong to an 
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undescribed genus. If so, I would propose for the group Ceromyepsis, 
from its resemblance to some species of Ceromya. 

Although presenting some points of resemblance to the last described 
Species, this shell may be distinguished at a glance, not only by its 
small, distinct concentric costs, but by its much less sharply carinated 
beaks, and more rounded posterior umbonal slopes, as well as by its flat- 
tened anterior side, which flattening imparts a sub-angular character to 
its anterior umbonal slopes, not seen in the last. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


GASTEROPODA. " 
Genus CYRTOLITES, Conrad, 1838. ° 
(Ann. Rept. Paleont. N. Y., p. 118.) 
UYRTOLITES (MICROCERAS*) INORNATUS, Hall (sp.). 
Plate 13, figs. 4 a, b. | 
3fioroceras inornatus, Hall, 1845; Am. J. Sci. and Arts, Vol. XLVIII., p. 294. 


m el very small, sub-discoid; volutions apparently about two, in- 
ang rapidly in size, slightly embracing, most convex near the um- 
the “as (into which the sides round abruptly), and sub-carinate around 
Of + “E> © riphery ; umbilicus scarcely as wide as the dorso-ventral diameter 
Cor => outer volution at the aperture, and rather deep; aperture sub- 
Gc. ©, approaching sub-triangular; surface smooth. 
> =test diameter, 0.07 inch ; convexity, 0.04 inch. 
sale “=re are two varieties, or possibly species, of these little shells, the 
more. — aifferences between which seem to be, that one is rather decidedly 
LO ex compressed than that I have described above; and, as Prof. Hall 
bee no measurement of the convexity of his type (which has never 
Bh, figured), I am left in some doubt which form it was that he named. 
wha = described the aperture, however, of his species as being ‘‘ some- 
nor © quadrangular,” which would be very inapplicable to that of the 
Sho. compressed form, I infer that it was the convex one he named. 
on “Ld it be thought desirable to designate the more compressed form by 
Yt her name, it may be called C. subcompressus. 


Pro Hall thought these little shells probably septate, and proposed 
ee 


* Not Microceras, Hyatt, 1868. 
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to found a new genus, Microceras,for them. As I have been unable to see 
any indications, however, of septa, either in broken specimens, or in a 
ground section of one, made parallel to the plane of its greater diameter, 
I cannot believe they are septate; and their form being exactly that of 
Cyrtolites, I know of no other reasons than their small size, smooth surface, 
and perhaps their less acutely angular dorsal margin, for separating them 
from that genus. Their small size, however, would be a still stronger 
objection to the conclusion that they are Cephalopods, even if we know 
them to be chambered shells, because we have no example of so small a 
form in that class; while some Gasteropods, and, I believe, Pteropods 
also, are known to secrete partitions across the shell behind the animal, 
as it increased in size, and, at intervals, withdraw itself from the 
smaller part of the shell. For these reasons, it seems to me that we are 
more apt to be right in referring these shells to C'yrtolites, than by view- 
ing them as typical of a distinct genus, either of Gasteropods or Cephal- 
opods. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group, top of hills, at Cincinnati, Ohio. Speci- 
mens received from Mr. James, Mr. Miller, and Mr. Dyer, of Cincinnati. 


CYRTOLITES ORNATUS, Conrad. 
Plate 13, figs. 3 a, b. 


Cyrtolites ornatus, Conrad, 1838; Ann. Geol. Report, N. Y., p. 118; ib. (1839), p. 63, 
and ib. (1841), p. 37; Vanuxem (1842), Geol. Report, p. 65, fig. 2; Emmons (1842), 
p. 402, fig. 2; Hall (1847), Paleont. N. Y., Vol. I, p. 308, pl. LXXXIV., figs. 1 a-g. 


Shell attaining a rather large size; volutions two to three, rapidly 
increasing in size, very strongly and sharply carinate around the dorsal 
murgin, and the outer one with a sharp furrow on its ventral side for 
the reception of the dorsal keel of the inner turns; in internal casts, all 
the whorls appearing rather widely separated; sides of volutions prom- 
inent or sub-angular around somewhat within the middle; umbilicus 
wide and deep; aperture rhombic subquadrate. Suface ornamented by 
strong, distant sub-angular ridges, and deep, rounded, wider furrows 
between; both ridges and furrows extending obliquely outward and 
backward from the most prominent part of the sides of the volutions, to 
or toward the dorsal carina; covering the whole, there are also numer- 
ous very fine, regular, transverse stris, and crossing between these, nu- 
merous little, short, alternately arranged, raised lines, thus forming a 
very delicate reticulate style of sculpturing, somewhat resembling the 
pitting of a thimble. 
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Greatest diameter of an adult specimen, 1.05 inches; convexity at the 


aperture (which is also the breadth of the same), 0.60 inch ; dorso-ven- 
tral diameter of aperture, 0.56 inch. 


Locality and position: In New York this species occurs at many localities, and 
ranges from the Trenton limestone into the equivalent of the Cincinnati group. It 
also occurs in Canada. The specimen here figured is from the latter group at Cincin- 
nati, and belongs to Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


CyRTOLITES Dyer, Hall. 
Plate 13, figs. 2 a, b, c, d, e. 


(yrtolites Dyeri, Hall; Advance sheets Regents’ 24th State{;Cab. Report, dated Oct., 1871; 
and reissue of same (1872), pl. 4, figs. 7 and 8. 


Shell discoid, with convexity about two-fifths the greatest breadth ; 

Periphery carinated ; sides moderately convex, rounding more abruptly 

Into the umbilicus than to the periphery; volutions apparently three or 

Ur, increasing rather gradually in size, slightly wider than their dorso- 

Yentral diameter, and more or less embracing; umbilicus about equaling 

d © dorso-ventral diameter of the last turn at the aperture, which is cor- 

WE Ir form. Surface ornamented by about ten small revolving ridges 

% @A-ch side, and numerous very closely crowded, regularly undulating, 

hics <2 transverse lines, that make a short forward curve between each 
‘we <> the rovolving ridges. 

Core vexity, 0.29 inch; greatest diameter, 0.45 inch; breadth of um- 

ili wa ss, about 0.15 inch; spaces between the revolving ridges at the 

ert "ware, 0.03 inch; number of transverse undulating lines in same 


8 
Mo near aperture, three or four. 
Tt , . 
om beautifully ornate species seems to be most nearly related to C. 


ont. _*~essus of Conrad, but may be readily distinguished by its regular, 
rigs U Mmuous revolving ridges, and densely crowded transverse undulating, 
>< lines; which latter are greatly more distantly separated in Mr. 
fiom, ds species. It is also a smaller shell, with more embracing volu- 
we specimen in Mr. Dyer’s collection from the Cincinnati rocks, only 
Ps s about five of the revolving ridges on each side, and these are very 
he Wore. Its dorsal keel has a marginal line on each side, and shows 
aised marks of growth crossing the very narrow space between these 
be distinctly curved back ward, like those usually seen on the band of 
rotomaria. In some respects, this form resembles C. compressus, Con- 
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rad, but it differs materially in having the undulating lamellz of growth 
much more crowded, and in the presence of obscure revolving lines. It 
seems to me to be only a variety of the above described species. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group, at Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


CYRTOLITES ? COSTATUS, James. 
, Plate 13, figs. 1 a, b, c. 
Cyrtolites costatus, James, 1872; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. III., 3d series, p. 26. 


Shell thin, composed of two and a half to three rapidly enlarging, 
rounded volutions, the inner of which are contiguous, or possibly very 
slightly embracing, while the last half-turn becomes a little discon- 
nected from the others; umbilicus rather large and dsep; dorsum 
rounded, and without any traces of a keel ; aperture unknown, but sec- 
tion of volutions nearly or quite circular. Surface ornamented by dis- 
tinct, raised revolving lines or costae, which increase in number by the 
intercalation of smaller ones between the others, as the shell increased 
in size, so as to present an alternately larger and smaller series, or at 
some stages of growth, showing three smaller between each two of the 
largest, in which case the middle one of the smaller three is usually a 
little larger than the other two; crossing the whole, thin, raised lamine 
of growth generally occur at irregular distances, and between these, 
humerous minute, crowded transverse strie may be seen, by the aid of a 
magnifier. 

Greatest diameter, about 0.84 inch; convexity of the body volution, 
about 0.54 inch. 


This seems to me not to be a true Cyrtolites, or at least to belong toa 
very distinct section of the genus from the typical species. on account of 
having no traces of the dorsal keel so strongly defined on the other 
species included in the group. It agrees, however, with Cyrtolites, and 
differs from Bellerophon and Bucania in its habit of growth, particularly 
in having its body volution partly disconnected from the others. It 
doubtless also differs from the latter two groups—more particularly the 
latter—in not having its lip expanded. 

Its larger size, rounded dorsum, without a keel, and stronger revolving 
lines, will at once distinguish it from the last, from which it also differs 
in wanting the regular, waved, tranverse marks of growth of that shell. 

Locality and position: About the middle of the Cincinnati group of the Lower 


Silurian, in Warren county, Ohio. Mr. James’s collection. I am also under obliga- 
tions to Mr. Klippart, of Columbus, for the use of a specimen of this species. 
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Genus CYCLONEMA, Hall, 1852. 
(Palzont. N. Y., Vol. IT., p. 89.) 
CYCLONEMA BILIX, Conrad (sp.). 


Plate 13, figs. 5 a, c, d, g; and 5e, f? 
Pleurotomaria bilix, Conrad, 1842; Jour. Acad. Nat. Sci., Vol. VIII., p. 271, pl. 16, 
fig- 10. 


Pletrotomaria (?) biliz, Hall, 1847; Paleont. N. Y., Vol. L, p. 305, pl. LXXXIIL., figs. 
4 a, b, C, d, e. 


Cyclnema bilix, Hall, 1852; 12th Report Regents (1859), p. 74. 


Shell varying from rhombic sub-globose to conoid-sub-trochiform ; 
spire Conical, but very variable in its elevation, thus causing consider- 
able variation in the relative length and breadth of the entire shell, 
which, Thowever, is most generally somewhat longer than the breadth ; 
volutioras four to five, increasing rather rapidly in size, compressed-con- 
vex, the compression being very variable in degree, and usually parallel 
tothe greneral slope of the sides of the spire; last, or body turn, more or 
less narrowly rounded, or sometimes almost sub-angular below the mid- 
dle; suture varying from merely linear to rather deeply channeled ; 

Aperture broad ovoid to subquadrate; inner lip thickened, a little 
wig Kh tened and rather distinctly flattened, from near the middle down- 
vole > outer lip sharp and very oblique. Surface ornamented by re- 
distg, = lines and furrows, that vary greatly in size, arrangement and 
ines one and are crossed by fine, very oblique, regular, thread-like 
ever And sometimes irregular ridges of growth; both of which, how- 
> Are subject, occasionally, to become nearly or quite obsolete. 


elght of dium-sized f typical f 0.84 inch; 
br of a medium-sized specimen of typical form, 0.84 inch; 
PAdch, 0.82 inch. 

Thi - 
ns As an exceedingly variable shell, so much so, indeed, that it is 


specie. ” even after excluding some extreme forms that may be distinct 
only or to assign it definite characters. These variations consist not 
the ag differences of general form, but also in the depth of the suture, 
as in, ©.’ vexity of the volutions, and the outline of the aperture, as well 
‘ines ume nature of the surface markings. The fine, regular, very oblique 

growth, are most constant, but the revolving lines, ridges and 
& , are very variable in size and arrangement. All of these differ- 
AUxrieties of form and surface markings, however, shade into each 
y intermediate gradations, to such an extent that it seems hardly 
€ to separate them more than as varieties. Prof. Hall has sepa- 


WTO yw 
ent ~ 
other 


PSSIby, 
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rated one of the extreme forms, under the name C. varicosa. (See Re- 
gents’ 14th State Cab. Report, p. 91; and pl. 4, figs. 1 and 2, issued with 
a paper extracted from Regents’ 24th Report.) This form has remark- 
ably strong and irregular revolving ridges and furrows, as well as an un- 
usual straightness of the columella. It is probably a distinct species ; 
but I have seen such a series of gradations in these characters, as to lead 
me to suspect that it may be only an extreme variety. 

Another form going to the opposite extreme, now before me, is so much 
depressed as to be decidedly wider than high, and has, along with the 
usual fine regular revolving lines, and minute oblique strie of growth, 
strong oblique rounded ridges, interrupted by a broad shallow depression 
around the middle of the upper slope of the body volution. For this 
form (represented by our figures 5 e, f, of plate 13) I would propose the 
name C. bilix var. lata. It seems to me to be as strongly separated from 
the typical C. bilix, as that named C. varicosa by Prof. Hall (though in a 
different way), as may be seen by our figure 5 a, of plate 13, drawn from 
the typical variety. 

Our figs. 5 c, d, of the same plate, represents another form coming very 
near C. Hager, Billings. There are also among the collections now 
before me, others that have a decidedly more elevated spire, and a more 
narrow conical general form than any of those figured; and still others 
with the spire much depressed, and the body volution comparatively 
large, rounded and ventricose, with a deep suture. In short, it would re- 
quire almost an entire plate to illustrate all the varieties of this protean 
group of varieties or species. 

Locality and position: Mr. Conrad’s typical specimens of this shell were from Rich- 
mond, Indiana, where they occur in the upper part of the Cincinnati group. Those 
here figured are all from Cincinnati, where they range through several hundred feet 
of the same group, at lower horizons. It also occurs near the top of the group, at 
Madison, Indiana. It is likewise found at numerous places in this group, in Ken- 
tucky, Wisconsin, Iowa, etc. 


Genus CYCLORA, Hall, 1845. 
(Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. XLVIII., p. 294.) 
CYCLORA MINUTA, Hall. 
Plate 13, figs. 7 a, b, ¢, d, e. 

Cyclora minuta, Hall, 1845; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. XLVIIL., p. 294. 
Holopxa (Cyclora) nana, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., Aug., 1871, 

p. 172. 

Shell very small, sub-globose, wider than high; spire much depressed ; 
volutions three, rounded, increasing rather rapidly in size, so that the 
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last one forms the larger bulk of the shell; suture deep, or almost chan- 
neled ; surface smooth ; umbilicus small ; aperture circular; lip thin. 
Height of largest specimen seen, 0.05 inch; breadth, 0.07 inch. 


At the time I described this little shell under the specific name nana, 
I had no specimens known to be authentic examples of Prof. Hall’s 
Cyelora minuta from Cincinnati at hand for comparison, though I was 
aware, and so stated in my remarks, that it must be closely related to 
his type, as appeared evident from his description. Being under the 
impression, however (owing to the almost illegible condition of the 
label), that the specimens studied by me had been found in the equiva- 
lent of either the Clinton or Niagara group, and knowing how improb- 
able it must be for the same species of such a shell to occur both in the 
Cincinnati group and at either of these higher horizons, I confidently 
believed there must be some spccific differences between the specimens I 
had under consideration and those found at Cincinnati. 

After the publication of my paper, specimens of Cyclora minuta were 
sent on from the original locality at Cincinnati, along with others of 
different kinds, by several gentlemen; and a critical comparison of 
these with those I had described, and of both with the description of 
Cyclora minuta, soon led me to the conclusion that they are almost cer- 
tainly the same species. On inquiry, I have also been informed that the 
specimens described by me, under the name nana, must have been found 
in the Cincinnati group, as none of the gentlemen connected with the 
Survey remember having collected any such specimens from any higher 
horizon. This being the case, I have placed my name, nana, as a syno- 
hym under C. minuta, though figures of the type specimens are also given 
on the same plate, by the side of others certainly known to have been 
found at the original locality from which C. minuta was first obtained. 

In regard to the genus Cyclora, not much can be said. It seems to 
differ from Holopza, mainly in size; but the difference of size alone is so 
great as to favor the conclusion that these little shells belong to a dis- 
tinct genus, probably belonging to the Rissoidz. 


Iocality and position: Cincinnati group, Cincinnati, Ohio, where it is found associ- 
ated with other very small shells of several genera, near the tops of the hills. I have 
also received specimens of apparently the same shell from several lower positions at 
and near Cincinnati; and Prof. Orton thinks it ranges through nearly the whole 
thickness of the Cincinnati group. Specimens were received from Mr. James, Mr. 
Miller, and other persons at Cincinnati. 
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CycLora? PARVULA, Hall, (sp.). 
Turbo? parvulus, Hall, 1845; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. XLVIII., p. 294. 


Shell very small, conoid-sub-ovate; spire conical; volutions three or 
four, increasing moderately in size, strongly convex, the upper ones 
being nearly round, and the lower obtusely angular around the middle; 
suture very deep in consequence of the convexity of the whorls; aper- 
ture nearly circular; umbilical perforation very small; surface smooth. 

Length, 0.05 inch; breadth, searcely 0.04 inch. 


This little shell will be at once distinguished from the last by its 
more elevated spire, and obtusely sub-angular lower volutions. It may, 
and probably does, belong to a different genus from the last, but we may 
feel well assured that it does not belong to the genus Turbo, nor even to 
the same family. 


Locality and position: Found associated with the last, near the tops of the hills, 
Cincinnati, Qhio, in the Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian. I have also seen 
specimens of the same, or a very similar form, from not more than twenty feet above 
low-water mark of the Ohio, at Cincinnati, associated with a form very like the last. 
The specimens from this horizon, however, were imbedded in the matrix, so that a 
very critical comparison could not be made. 


Genus PLEUROTOMARIA, Defrance, 1826. 
(Dict. Sci. Nat., p. 381, Vol. XLI.) 
PLEUROTOMARIA (SCALITES?) TROPIDOPHORA, Meek. 


Plate 13, figs. 6 a, 6, c. 


Pleurotomaria (? Scalites) tropidophora, Meek, 1872; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. IV. 
(8d series), p. 278. 


Shell rather small, obliquely rhombic in general outline, as seen in a 
side view; height somewhat greater than the breadth; spire conical, 
with an apical angle of about 70° to 90° ;* volutions four to four and a 
half, each flattened, or sometimes slightly concave above, with an out- 
ward slope from the suture to a prominent angle that passes around the 
middle of the body turn, and below the middle of those of the spire, to 


*The larger specimens have the spire proportionally more elevated. 
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which it imparts a somewhat turreted appearance ; suture moderately 
distinct, but not channeled ; lower side of body volution sloping rapidly 
inward from the mesiai' angle, a little below which there usually re- 
volves an obscure, undefined ridge; aperture rhombic subquadrate. 
Surface nearly smooth, but sometimes showing, under a magnifier, very 
obscure lines of growth, that curve very strongly backward as they ap- 
proach the angle around the middle of the body volution, both above 
and below; thus indicating the presence of a deep sinus in the lip, 
widening rapidly forward, though there is no defined revolving band at 

the angle. 

Length or height, 0.55 inch ; breadth, about 0.50 inch. 


This shell seems to possess some of the characters of both Pleurotomaria 
and Scalites. In general appearance, it is most like some forms of the 
former; but it seems to be entirely without the revolving band seen on 
the species of that genus. Its lines of growth, however, have the very 

strong, oblique backward curve seen in those of Scalites, thus showing 
that its lip, when entire, must have had a deep notch at the termination 
of the angle of the body whorl. This notch, however, does not appear 
io terminate in a sharply cut slit, as is most generally the case in Pleu- 
‘olomaria, but seems to have terminated at, and widened rapidly for- 
ward from, the angle of the volutions. 

Specifically, this shell is related to Pleurotomaria selecta of Billings, 
from which it differs in having its stria of growth nearly obsolete, and 
. Yanting the revolving angle just below the suture, seen in that 
Peles, 


fo lien, and position: Cincinnati group, at Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. Miller’s collec- 


CEPHALOPODA. 
Genus ORTHOCERAS, Auct. 


ORTHOCERAS ORTONI, Meek. 
Plate 13, fig. 8. 


© rthoceras Ortoni, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 330. 


. rather rapidly expanding from the posterior toward the aperture; 


a oval or more or less nearly circular; septa rather closely 
ar ged; siphuncle lateral, being at one of the narrow ends of the 
COP ressed section, but not quite marginal, of comparatively moderate 
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size, and apparently beaded ; surface of cast showing traces of regular, 
obscure longitudinal ridges, that were probably not defined on the ex- 
terior of the shell, which is unknown. 


I have seen but two specimens of this species, and they are accident- 
ally compressed and incomplete at both extremities. The more nearly 
complete one of these specimens is about 2.30 inches in length, and sep- 
tate throughout, as may be seen by the figure. At the larger end, it 
measures about 1.37 inches in breadth, and only 0.44 inch in its smaller 
diameter; while at the smaller end, its greater diameter is 0.38 inch, 
and its smaller 0.24 inch. It has manifestly, however, been accidentally 
compressed, more strongly at the larger end, which gives the appearance 
of more rapid expansion toward the aperture than the natural form. 
The septa near the larger end are separated by spaces measuring 0.15 
inch, and at the smaller end measuring 0.07 inch. At the larger end, 
the very obscure longitudinal ridges measure each about 0.05 inch in 
breadth, with furrows of the same breadth between, and both diminish 
proportionally in size, and become nearly obsolete toward the smaller 
end.* 

This species apparently belongs to the section of the genus consisting 
of rather rapidly expanding shells, with a nearly marginal siphuncle, 
sometimes showing faint longitudinal ridges on the internal cast, that 
are not defined on the external surface, such, for instance, as O. compul- 
sum, O. robustum, O. indocile, etc., etc., of Barrande. It resembles several 
of Barrande’s Bohemian species of this type, but after repeated com- 
parisons, I have been unable to identify it with any of the numerous 
species described by him; and it seems to be equally distinct from all of 
those described in this country and Canada. 

The only specimens of this shell I have seen, are so imperfect and flat- 
tened by accidental pressure, as to leave some doubts whether it may not 
have been, in its perfect condition, slightly curved. If so, it will have 
to take the name Cyrtoceras Ortoni, as it could not, in that case, be prop- 
erly retained in the genus Orthoceras. 

The specific name is given in honor of Prof. Edward Orton, of the Ohio 
Geological Survey. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group, at Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 
* The figure of this species, given on pl. 13, is defective, in making the merely white 


edges of the septa, as seen in the cast of the interior, look like prominent transverse 
ridges. 


FOSSILS OF THE CINCINNATI GROUP. 157 


Gexus TROCHOCERAS, Barrande, 1847.* 
(Haid. Mith. Wien. Natf. Fr. III, p. 266.) 
TROCHOCERAS? BAERI, M. and W. 
Plate 13, fig. 9. 


TnhOceras? Baeri, Meek and Worthen, 1865; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., 
Do., 1865, p. 263. , ' 
Shell sub-discoidal, consisting of about two or three rather rapidly 
enlarging volutions, which are more broadly rounded on the outer sur- 
fe than on each side, and about one-fourth wider transversely than the 
dorso-ventral diameter ; each inner volution slightly impressing the 
inner side of the succeeding turn. Umbilicus a little more than half 
the dorso-ventral diameter of the outer. volution, and showing all the 
‘her turns. Spire apparently scarcely (or perhaps not) rising above 
the Upper surface of the last turn. Septa rather distinctly concave on 
the side facing the aperture; separated on the outer side of the whorls 
& a point where the dorso-lateral diameter is about 1.25 inches) by 
‘Paces measuring 0.35 inch ; all showing a very slight backward curve 
°2 the broadly rounded periphery, and passing nearly straight across 


nae Side. Surface, siphuncle, and non-septate part of the shell not cer- 
Qly known. 


& 


‘YWatest breadth of the typical specimen (which is septate) to the 

token outer extremity, 5 inches; height, or thickness of same, about 
g.50 inches. Dorso-ventral diameter of the volutions increasing about 
three-fold each turn. 


The specimen from which this description was drawn up, is defective 
on one side, so that it is not easy to determine whether or not its whorls 
are coiled exactly in the same plane, though they have the appearance 
of being somewhat oblique, and hence it was placed provisionally in the 
genus Trochoceras. Should it be found, however, when better specimens 
can be examined, that its whorls are coiled all in the same place, it would 
belong either to the genus Lituites, or to some section of the genus Nauti- 
lus, as the latter group is understood in its less restricted sense, and of 
course have to take the name Lituites Baeri or Nautilus Baeri.t 
a 

* Prof. Hall proposed this name for this same genus, during the same year, but I do 
not know which issued the description first. 


fAs the outer volution shows some tendency to become free at the point where it 
is broken, this would favor the conclusion that it may be a Lituite. 
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The typical specimen does not show the position of the siphuncle, but 
fragments from the same locality and position, apparently belonging to 
this shell, have the siphuncle located rather more than its own breadth 
outside of the center; and it pierces the septa from without inward, or 
backward, as in Nautilus. 

At a first glance, this shell reminds one of Lituites undatus, as repre- 
sented in the Paleontology of New York. Vol. I., pl. 13, fig. 3, but on a 
closer examination, it will be at once seen to differ materially in the 
more rapid increase in the breadth of its whorls, and in the proportion- 
ally smaller size, and greater depth of its umbilicus, as well as in being 
apparently not coiled on a plane. 

The specific name was given in honor of Dr. O. P. Baer, of Richmond, 
Indiana, to whom I am under obligations for the use of the typical 
specimen. 


Locality and position: Upper beds of the Cincinnati group, at Richmond, Indiana, 
and in Warren and Clinton counties, Ohio. 


ARTICULATA. 
CRUSTACEA. 
ENTOMOSTRACA. 
Genus CYTHERE, Muller, 1785. 


CYTHERE CINCINNATIENSIS, Meek. 
Plate 14, figs. 1 a, b, c, d. 
' Cythere Cincinnatiensis, Meek, 1872; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., p. 331. 


Carapace-valves varying from transversely sub-oval to sub-circular ; 
moderately and rather evenly convex, the greatest convexity being in 
the central and anterior regions; without any visible eye-tubercle or 
node; ventral margins rounded or semi-oval, and but slightly unequal or 
thickened; anterior and posterior margins more or less rounded, the 
former being more broadly rounded generally than the latter; hinge 
margin very short, very slightly sinuous just behind the umbones, and 
rounding into the posterior margin so as scarcely to produce any visible 
angularity; umbones, near the anterior, a little tumid, rising very 
slightly above the hinge, and rounding off regularly into the anterior 
margin. Surface nearly smooth. 

Length of one of the larger, nearly circular specimens, 0.21 inch; 
height, 0.17 inch ; convexity, 0.11 inch. Length of a smaller, more oval 
specimen, 0.14 inch ; height, 0.08 inch ; convexity, 0.07 inch. 
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This species seems to vary a good deal in form, some specimens being, 
a2 the above measurements indicate, proportionally higher, and thus 
Presenting a more rounded outline. It is possible that these forms may 
belong to two distinct species, but with the specimens yet accessible for 
study, I have not felt warranted in separating them. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group, at Cincinnati, Ohio. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


Genus ASAPHUS, Brongniart, 1822. 
(Crust. Foss., p. 17.) 


AsaPuts (ISOTELUS) MEGISTOS, Locke ? 
Plate 34, fig. 13. 


Iiolelus megistos, Locke, 1842; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. XLII., p. 366; and (1843) 


in Reports of Ist, 2d and 3d meetings of Association Am. Geologists and N aturalists, 
P. 221, pl. VI. 


oh outline subelliptic, the breadth being nearly two-thirds the 
% in a specimen apparently a little contracted by the drawing 
ee her of the thoracic segments, rather depressed convex; extremities 
tically and subequally rounded. | 
Cephalic shield forming about one-third the entire length, exclusive 
of the posterior lateral spines, nearly semi-circular, the anterior margin 
being rounded, and the posterior broadly and moderately sinuous, with 
the posterior lateral angles produced backward in the form of mucronate 
spines, that nearly or quite equal the length of the thorax. Lateral 
borders each provided with more or less defined marginal furrows, that 
extend from the anterior ends of the lateral spines forward, becoming 
very narrow or obsolete around the anterior end of the glabella. Gla- ' 
bella not rising above the general convexity of the cephalic shield, and 
but very faintly defined ; anterior lobe or division transversely subellip- 
tic, being nearly twice as wide as its anterio-posterior diameter back to 
the eyes, at which point the narrowest part, or neck of the glabella, is 
only about two-thirds as wide as its anterior lobe. Facial sutures extend- 
ing forward and outward in advance of the eyes, then curving and con- 
verging to the middle of the front margin; posteriorly, extending at 
first obliquely outward and backward, and then curving backward so as 
to intersect the posterior margin at points less than half way out from | 
the anterior ends of the furrows between the thoracic lobes. Neck fur- 
row entirely obsolete. Eyes lunate, or forming about a semi-circle, of 
moderate size, and situated a little less than their direct length in advance 
of the posterior margin of the shield. 
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Thorax slightly less than the length of the cephalic shield, at its mid- 
dle, composed of eight narrow segments. Lobes moderately well defined ; 
mesial one depressed-convex, about one-fifth of its breadth wider than 
the lateral ones, and having its segments flattened; lateral lobes also 
depressed or flattened within, and rounding or sloping gently from near 
the middle to the lateral margins; pleurw curving a little backward near 
the middle, furrowed for about half way out, rather obtuse at the ends, 
and each distinctly leveled along its anterior outer-half, so as readily to 
slip under the next one in advance of it, in rolling up. 

Pygidium a little longer and slightly narrower than the cephalic shield, 
as well as rather more narrowly rounded at its middle, behind, with a 
more or less flattened margin; lobes and segments undefined, or only 
very obscurely visible. 

Entire surface apparently smooth. 

Length, 1.16 inches (may have been a little more when the thoracic 
segments were alittle relaxed); length of pygidium, 0.38 inch ; length of 
thorax, 0.40 inch; length of cephalic shield at its middle, 0.40 inch: 
length of its spines, each 0.33 inch. 


If this form belongs to Dr. Locke’s species, it must, of course, be a young 
individual, which might possibly account for its shorter, more nearly 
oval form. There are some other differences, however, that I am at a 
loss to account for, apparently distinguishing it from Dr. Locke’s form, 
as restored by him, as well as from some of the characters given in his 
description ; such, for instance, as the much greater proportional length 
of the posterior lateral spines of its head, which are very nearly as long 
as its thorax, instead of being only a little longer than the anterior two 
segments of the same. It also differs in having distinct marginal furrows 
along the cheeks, anda kind of flattened margin around the pygidium, as 
well as in having its pleura distinctly furrowed. There are alsodifferences 
in the form of the glabella, particularly its anterior part, in front of the 
eyes. 

As Dr. Locke’s figure and description, however, were prepared from 
fragments only, and the species of this genus are known to be very varia- 
ble, I prefer to refer this specimen provisionally to his species, rather than 
to undertake to separate it without other examples for study and com- 
parison. | 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group, Cincinnati, Ohio. 
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Genus PROETUS, Steininger, 1831. 
(Mem. Soc. Geol. France, Vol. I., p. 355.) 
PROETUS SPURLOCKI, Meek. 
Plate 14, fig. 12. 
Proetus Spurlocki, Meek, 1872; Am. Jour. Sci., Vol. III., 3d series, p. 426. 


General form, exclusive of the spines of the cephalic shield, ovate sub- 
eliptic, with moderate convexity. Cephalic shield having the form of 
oneof the halves of an ellipse divided through its shorter diameter, its 
psterior margin being straight, and its anterior narrowly rounded; pos- 
terior lateral angles produced into long, sharp spines, that extend back 
nearly or quite the entire length of the thorax; glabella nearly one- 
third the breadth of the posterior part of the head, separated from the 
cheeks on each side by a well-defined furrow, but without having the 
neck fia rrow distinctly marked; other details of glabella unknown. Eyes 
subllunate, nearly their own length in advance of the posterior margins 
of the cheeks. 

Thorax apparently shorter than the head, showing (in the specimen 
examined) only seven segments (one or two being probably cotered by 
the Slipping backward of the cephalic shield). Mesial lobe moderately 
prominent, scarcely equaling the breadth of the lateral lobes anteriorly, 
and tapering more rapidly backward, with its segments not arching for- 
ward. Lateral lobes less convex than the middle one; pleurs nearly 

straight and transverse, or very slightly curved backward, and furrowed 
fora Little more than half way out with their extremities rounded in 
front, “and nearly rectangular behind. 
Ye Xdium sub-semicircular, about one-half as long as the cephalic 
AAS | and provided with a smooth, flattened margin. Mesial lobe mod- 
dXeky prominent, narrower than the lateral, tapering posteriorly, where 
+1 terminates rather abruptly, without passing quite upon the flattened 
margin, showing only very obscure traces of five or six segments on its 
anterior half. Lateral lobes more depressed than the mesial one, and 
with their flattened margin rather more than one-third the breadth of 
the anterior end of each, and each showing obscure traces of six or seven 
furrowed segments. 

Entire surface smooth. 

Length of a specimen apparently slightly shortened by the slipping of 
the cephalic shield a little back upon the thorax, 0.33 inch; breadth at 
the widest point across the posterior part of the head, 0.25 inch; length 
of head, 0.27 inch; length of pygidium, 0.11 inch. 


11 
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Until I saw the published figure of Proetus parviusculus, Hall, I had 
thought it possible that this might be the same, although it seemed not 
to agree in several characters with the description of that species previ- 
ously published. Oncomparing it with the figure of that form, however, 
it will at once be seen to present well-marked differences. In the first 
place, its cephalic shield is decidedly longer in proportion to its breadth, 
and more narrowly rounded in front; while the posterior lateral spines 
of its cheeks are nearly or quite twice the proportional length of those 
in P. parviusculus. Its eyes are also placed decidedly farther forward, 
and its neck segment much less distinctly defined. When we come to 
its thorax, we also see equally well-marked differences, its pleurse not 
being curved backward and falcate as in that species, nor having their 
furrows extending so far outward. It also almost certainly has one or 
two segments less, though the slight slipping backward of the cephalic 
shield leaves room for some little doubt on this point. I have, however, 
another, but inferior specimen before me, from the collection of Dr. H. H. 
Hill, of Cincinnati, believed to belong to this species, and this certainly 
has only eight thoracic segments. Again, the pygidium of our species 
differs in having a distinctly flattened smooth border, and very obscurely 
furrowed segments on the lateral lobes, that do not extend outward upon 
this border; while on that of P. parviusculus, the segments are strongly 
defined, without furrows, and extend very nearly or quite to the border, 
so as scarcely to leave any flattened margin. 

The specific name of this trilobite was given in honor of T. W. Spur- 
lock, Esq., of Cincinnati, who discovered some of the new fossils loaned 
to the Survey, and is well known in that city for his long devotion to 
the study of the natural sciences. 


e 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at the horizon of 
about 100 feet below the tops of the hills at that city. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


Genus CERAURUS, Green, 1833. 
(Monogr. Trilobites, p. 83.) 
CERAURUS ICARUS, Billings. 
Plate 14, figs. 11 a, b, c. 


Cheirurus icarus, Billings, 1859; Canadian Naturalist and Geologist, Vol. V., p. 67; 
also Geol. Canada, Report of Progress (1863), page 219, fig. 231. 


General outline ovate-sub-elliptic, moderately convex. Cephalic shield 
nearly semicircular, rather more than twice as wide as long, regularly 
rounded anteriorly, and nearly straight behind, excepting near the lat- 
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eral angles, where it curves somewhat abruptly backward, on each side, 
into the lateral spines, which are small, and scarcely extend farther back 
than to the second thoracic segment. Glabella, exclusive of the neck 
segment, about as wide as long, with its lateral margins so nearly 
straight and parallel, as to make its breadth almost as great anteriorly 
as behind; separated from the cheeks by narrow but well-defined fur- 
rows, that unite around the front so as to leave a very narrow border 
between its.anterior margin and that of the cephalic shield ; lateral fur- 
rows well defined, and extending inward on each side about one-third the 
entire breadth ; posterior lateral lobes a little smaller than the next two 
on each side in front of them, and sometimes nearly isolated by the fur- 
rows immediately before them, being so oblique as nearly or quite to run 
into the neck furrow before reaching the middle; succeeding two lateral 
lobes on each side, nearly transverse ; anterior lobe larger, about twice 
as wide as long, rounded on each side, and somewhat straightened across 
thefront. Neck segment well defined, arched upward so as to be as high 
in the middle as any part of the glabella in front of it, and wider in the 
middle than at either end ; neck furrow rather distinctly arched forward 
in the middle. Cheeks sloping anteriorly and laterally from the eyes, 
with the continuation of the neck furrow along their posterior margins 
strongly defined, straight, transverse, and terminating laterally some 
distance within the margins, where they meet, nearly at right angles, a 
furrow that passes forward on each side to the anterior end of the gla- 
bella ; outside of the latter, a more shallow furrow also passes around 
the lateral borders. Eyes of moderate size, scarcely as prominent as the 
middle of the glabella, situated their own length in advance of the pos- 
terior margins of the cheeks, and nearly the same distance from the front 
of the same; visual surface a little arched, and showing under a good 
lens, when moistened, very minute reticulations, that seem to be mainly. 
seen through the thin crust. Facial sutures starting at the middle of the 
anterior margin of the head, and cutting rather close around the anterior 
lateral corners of the glabella; thence extending backward, with a slight 
outward obliquity, to the eyes, where they make slight curves (to form 
small, moderately prominent, palpebral lobes) to the posterior end of each 
eye; from which points they extend outward, at first, with a slight for- 
ward obliquity, after which they are deflected backward and outward, so 
as to cut the lateral margins a little in advance of the points where the 
continuations of the neck furrow along the posterior margins of the 
cheeks, would intersect the same, if continued outward. - 

Thorax about twice as long as the cephalic shield, nearly as wide an- 
teriorly as long, and distinctly trilobate ; axial lobe scarcely equaling 
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the breadth of the lateral lobes anteriorly, and proportionally a little 
narrower behind, but rather distinctly more prominent and rounded; 
segments eleven, nearly transverse, and regularly arched upward. Lat- 
eral lobes a little flattened on top, nearly half way outward, at which 
point they slope off rather abruptly laterally ; pleur:e straight and trans- 
verse for nearly half their length, where they are geniculated, obscurely 
subnodose, and curve downward and a little backward, to their falcate 
extremities, which lap upon each other in rolled-up specimens, about 
half their breadth, each a little thickened, and divided at its inner end, 
by a short oblique furrow, into two little subnodose prominences. 

Pygidium small, transversely sub-elliptic, being twice as wide as long, 
and broadly rounded in outline behind; axial lobe small, and composed 
of three obscurely defined segments; lateral lobes large, and composed 
each of three segments, which terminate at the margin in moderately 
prominent, somewhat thickened, digitations, the anterior of which are 
largest, somewhat carinate on top, and strongly curved backward, while 
the others decrease in size inward to the central two, which are smallest. 

Surface finely and obscurely granulated, excepting that of the cheeks, 
which is sometimes marked with very small pits. 

Length of the largest known specimen, 2.15 inches; length of head, 
0.62 inch; breadth of do., 1.22 inches; length of thorax, 1.15 inches; 
breadth of do., 0.60 inch ; length of pygidium, 0.37 inch; breadth of do., 
0.65 inch. 


This species may be so readily distinguished from the common C. pleu- 
rexanthemus of the same formation, by nearly all of its specific characters, 
that it is not necessary to compare it with that form. It is much more 
nearly allied to several European species, but still too distinct to require 
comparison. 

Suspecting that our specimens might belong to Mr. Billings’s species, 
I sent a photograph of one of them to him for comparison, and he wrote 
back that he had no doubt of its identity with his C. icarus; though he 
noticed that the posterior outline of its pygidium is not so straight across as 
in his specimens. Subsequently I had an opportunity, through the 
politeness of Mr. Billings, to make a direct comparison of our specimens 
with his types, and I fully concur with him in the opinion that there are 
no specific differences between the Ohio and Canadian specimens. It is 
worthy of note, however, here, that Mr. Billings’s published figure was 
made out from a small rolled-up specimen, that did not show clearly the 
lateral extremities of the pleur&, nor the posterior terminations of the 
facial sutures. Consequently, his figure represents the ends of the 
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pleure too narrow and straight, instead of falcate; to which fact Mr. B. 
called my attention. Our specimens also show that the facial sutures 
curve backward after passing about half way out from the eyes, so as to 
reach lateral margins farther back than represented in his figure. 


Locality and position: Upper part of Cincinnati group, in Butler county, Ohio, and 
at same horizon at Richmond, Indiana. The rolled-up specimen represented by fig- 
ure 11 8, of pl. 14, belongs to the collection of Mr. U. P. James, of Cincinnati; and the 
larger one, represented by fig. 11 a, of same plate, belongs to the collection of Mrs. M. 
P. Haines, of Richmond, Indiana, who discovered it at that place. I have also seen 
either the same, or a very closely allied species, from the Lower Silurian beds at 
Dixon, Illinois. 


Genus ACIDASPIS, Murchison, 1839. 


(Silurian System, p. 658.) 


ACIDASPIS CROSOTUS, Locke ? 
Pate 14, figs. 10 a, b. 


Ceraurus crosotus, Locke, 1842; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. XLIV., page 347, with 

a wood cut. 

Acidaspis crosotus, James, 1871; Catalogue Fossils Cincinnati Group, p. 14. 

Body small, with a general subovate or sub-elliptic outline, rather dis- 
tinctly convex. Cephalic shield sub-semicircular, and rather more con- 
vex than the body, apparently rounded in front, with the lateral angles 
produced into slender, mucronate, somewhat curved spines, that extend 
obliquely outward and backward to points opposite the fifth or sixth 
thoracic segment. Glabella, including the neck segment, one-third 
longer than wide, with an oblong sub-elliptic outline, the widest part 
being slightly behind the middle and between the eyes; lateral lobes 
two on each side, of slightly oval outlines, with their longer diameters 
directed a little obliquely outward and forward, the posterior one being 
slightly larger than the anterior, while both are separated by as well- 
defined furrows from the central, rather narrow part of the glabella, as 
they are separated from each other, or from the cheeks on each side; 
anterior lobe about as large as all four of the lateral lobes, twice as wide 
as the narrowed central part of the glabella behind it, and apparently 
rounded in front; between the lateral lobes and each eye, a kind of outer 
or supplementary lobe, or protuberance, as large as each two of the lat- 
eral lobes, occurs; while from the outer side of each of these protrudes 
the small prominent palpebral lobe, which arrangement places the small 
eyes quite remote from each other ; eyes unknown, but apparently small, 
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prominent, and directed laterally ; movable cheeks not well preserved in 
the specimen studied, but apparently narrow, and sloping abruptly from 
the eyes laterally; neck segment comparatively large, prominent, with 
a central tubercle, and well defined by the neck furrow, which arches 
forward in the middle. 

Thorax nearly twice as long as the cephalic shield, and about one- 
fourth wider than long, exclusive of the produced extremities of the 
pleur&, with its segments strongly arched upward, but not forward. 
Lateral lobes comparatively rather depressed, and rounding off gradually 
toward the lateral margins; pleure terminating in mucronate spines 
directed outward and more or less backward, the posterior ones being 
longer, and directed more nearly backward. 

Pygidium small, and with its mesial lobe composed Of about three seg- 
ments; lateral lobes consisting apparently of about three or four seg- 
ments, each of which terminates in an acute spine, the lateral ones of 
which are larger than the others, and curved backward. 

Entire surface comparatively rather coarsely granular, the granules 
being larger on the head than elsewhere; while on each of the pleure, a 
_ larger granule or very minute tubercle occurs, at a point about half way 
out to the knee, or geniculation, at which latter point there is also some 
appearance of another, thus making two rows of these coarse granules 
along each lateral lobe. 

Entire length, exclusive of the spines of the pygidium, about 0.25 inch; 
length of head, 0.08 inch; breadth, exclusive of lateral spines, 0.15 inch; 
breadth between eyes, 0.10 inch; length of thorax, about 0.11 inch; 
breadth of same anteriorly, exclusive of the extended ends of the pleure, 
0.14 inch. 


Iam far from being entirely satisfied that this little trilobite is the 
same species figured by Prof. Locke, under the foregoing name. If his 
figure is entirely accurate in all its details, the form under consideration 
would certainly be distinct; but knowing how difficult it is for one not 
trained to drawing such objects with the degree of precision required by 
the present more advanced state of natural history, especially such small 
ones, and the equally great difficulty in getting such drawing accurately 
cut in wood, Iam prepared to believe that he may have had the same 
species before him. Our specimen is not in a condition to show the digi- 
tations along the margins of the cheeks, if they exist. The lateral 
spines of its cheeks are longer, more slender, and more curved than 
represented in Dr. Locke’s figure, while its neck segment is much 
thicker in the middle, and the form of the lobes of its glabella entirely 
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different. The extremities of its posterior pleur&, and some of the seg- 
ments of its pygidium, are also much more produced backward. His 
figure being, as he states, only magnified three diameters, would show 
that his specimen must have been full twice the linear dimensions of 
ours. Unfortunately, his whole collection was boxed up, and could not 
be seen, when I was in Cincinnati during the summer of 1871, so that I 
have had no opportunity to compare the form here ® figured with his type, 
which he did not describe in detail. 

I have before me another specimen of a still smaller size, belonging to 
Mr. James’s collection, and from a higher position in the series, that seems 
to be the same as the foregoing, though it may possibly be distinct, as 
the number and arrangement of the spines of its pygidium are different. 
It is represented by our figure 105, of plate 14. It shows the inner side 
of the dorsal crust, as seen lying in a dark shaly matrix. This shows 
minute digitations around the margins of the cheeks (13 or 14 to each 
side), and has the same slender arched spine at the posterior angle of 
each cheek. The free ends of its pleure are very slender and much pro- 
duced. This specimen is not in a condition to show the eyes, or the de- 
tails of its glabella. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group, Cincinnati, Ohio. The specimen repre- 
sented by figure 10 of plate 14, belongs to Dr. C. A. Miller, of Cincinnati, who found 
it in one of the lowest beds exposed there. The other, represented by figure 10 b, of 
the same plate, belongs to Mr. U. P. James, of Cincinnati, and was found by him 
there at a horizon of about 150 feet above low-water mark of the Ohio river. 


ACIDASPIS CINCINNATIENSIS, Meek. 
Plate 14, fig. 3. 


Cephalic shield, and most of the thorax, unknown. Pygidium, exclu- 
sive of its spines, about three times as wide as long, and approaching a 
sub-semicircular outline; its anterior margin being straight all the way 
across, and about one-third of its posterior margin in the middle trans- 
versely truncated, while on each side of this the posterior lateral mar- 
gins are straight to the anterior lateral angles; mesial lobe prominent 
at the anterior end, where it is about as wide as each lateral lobe, but 
becoming rapidly depressed and narrowed posteriorly, composed of only 
two well defined segments; lateral lobes flat, excepting a ridge that ex- 
tends obliquely backward and outward from the anterior segment of the 
mesial lobe, across each, to the posterior lateral margins, where these 
ridges terminate in prominent, rounded, diverging spines; while the 
posterior lateral margins between these spines and the lateral angles, 
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are each armed with four smaller slender spines directed obliquely back- 
ward and outward ; four similar smaller spines also occupy the truncated 
middle part of the posterior margin between the two larger ones. Sur- 
face smooth, excepting a few very minute scattering asperities on the 
spines. 

Of the thoracic segments, the posterior one, and a part of the next 
one in advance of it, are seen in connection with the pygidium in the 
matrix. These show that the posterior extremity of the mesial lobe of 
the thorax is about as wide as the lateral lobes, moderately arched up- 
ward (not forward), and nearly or quite smooth, while the lateral lobes 
are flat. The pleurs of the posterior thoracic segment are smooth, and 
have each a strong mesial ridge extending straight outward to the lat- 
eral extremity, where it curves abruptly backward, and is produced into 
a long, sharp spine, extending as far backward as the longest spines of 
the pygidium, or farther. The anterior margin of each of these pleurx 
has also the character of a more slender, depressed marginal ridge, that 
likewise terminates in a backward curve, but much smaller lateral spine, 
just in front of the larger one, while there is behind the larger mesial 
ridge a narrower, flat margin, that runs out to nothing before reaching 
the outer extremity. | 

Length of pygidium, exclusive of spines, 0.19 inch; breadth of do., 
0.55 inch. Transverse diameter of first thoracic segment in advance of 
pygidium, 0.70 inch; length of each pleurz, 0.23 inch; anterio-posterior 
diameter of the same, 0.08 inch; length of larger lateral spine of each, 
0.38 inch. 


That this species is distinct from the form I have referred to Dr. Locke’s 
A. crosotus, seems to be evident, not only from its much larger size, but 
because it shows no traces of the rather distinct, closely set granulations 
seen on all parts of that species, and differs in other details. In many 
respects, it appears to be closely related to A. Prevost: of Barrande, so far 
as we have the means of comparison ; but still it wants the distinct sur- 
face granulations of that form, and hence would doubtless be found to 
present other differences, if we had the entire fossil to compare. 

I have also before me, a right, movable cheek of an Acidaspis from Cin- 
cinnati, that may, judging from its size and general appearance, belong 
to this species. Its posterior extremity is produced in the form of along, 
stout, rounded spine, covered with little asperities, while the margin of 
this cheek is armed by about twelve short digitations. The inner or 
under side of this specimen is represented by our figure 4, of plate 14. 
Fig. 5 of the same plate, represents the inner side of another similar 
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cheek, with a more slender terminal Spine, longer digitations, and a 
greater breadth between the eye and the digitate margin, from a higher 
position in this series, at Dayton, Ohio. 

Mr. James’s collection also contains two specimens of the glabella of 
one or two species of Acidaspis, with a long spine projecting backward 
from the occipital portion. These are represented by our figures 6 and 7 
of the same plate. They differ enough in details to belong to two dis- 
tinct species, and yet may belong to varieties of the same form. Of 
course, without other specimens showing these parts in connection, it is 
not possible to determine what relations they may bear to the pygidium 
for which I have proposed the name A. Cincinnatiensis. I suspect, how- 
ever, that one or the other, or both, belong to that species, and yet they 
may be quite distinct from it. It was evidently to one of these forms 
that Dr. Locke referred, in Vol. XLV., p. 223, of the Am. Jour. Sci. and 
Arts, published in 1848, as possibly belonging to his A. crosotus. They 
are certainly distinct from that form, however, not only in their much 
larger size, and the possession of the long appendage to the back part of 
the head, but in the form and comparative sizes of the lateral lobes of 
the glabella. They seem to be related to A. Grayi of Barrande, though 
differing in details. 

If these specimens should be found to belong to a distinct species from 
any of those yet named, I would propose for it the name Acidaspis rhyn- 


cocephalus, in allusion to the beak-like appendage of the back of the 
head. | 


Locality and position: The pygidium for which I have proposed the name A. Cin- 
100 mets belongs to Mr. Dyer, who found it at Cincinnati, at the horizon of about 
feet below the tops of the hills. The cheek represented by figure 4, of the same 
t mie was also found at Cincinnati by Mr. James; and that represented by fig. 5 be- 
Dla, to Mr. O’Neall, of Lebanon, Ohio, and was, I believe, found by him near that 
lust, 1M the upper part of the Cincinnati group. The two specimens of glabella, 
15; ea by figures 6 and 7 of the same plate, were found by Mr. James, at about 
he hee, feet above low water of the Ohio, at Cincinnati; but he informs me that 
found the same forms as much as 200 feet higher in the series at that city. 


ACIDASPIS CERALEPTA, Anthony (sp.) ? 


Plate 14, figs. 8 and 9. 


ana af? Pala ceralepta, Anthony, 1838; Am. Jour. Sci., Vol. XX XIV., p. 379, figs. 1 


Ar 
here ng the specimens from Cincinnati loaned to me by Mr. James, 


Are two of the pygidium of one or two species of Acidaspis, that 
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probably belong (one or both) to the form for which Mr. Anthony pro- 
posed the above name. They have a sub-semicircular or transversely 
semi-elliptic form, and are each provided with two long diverging spines 
behind, and three much shorter digitations on each posterior lateral 
margin. They differ, however, in the proportional size of the posterior 
spines; and one (fig. 8) shows no digitations on the posterior margin 
between the spines; while the other (fig. 9) has about six very short, 
little projections there. 

Mr. Anthony’s figures, being rough wood-cuts, do not show the digita- 
tions clearly, but as he describes his species as having the margin cren- 
ulated, his specimens must have shown some such character. It is 
possible that the form for which I have proposed the name A. Cincin- 
natiensis, may not be distinct from this; but from its larger size, propor- 
tionally much longer marginal digitations, and smoother surface, I think 
it probably distinct. If comparisons of much better specimens, how- 
ever, should shöw them all to belong to one species, Mr. Anthony’s spe- 
cific name, having priority of date, ought to be adopted. The fact that 
he mistook the pygidium for the head, and the posterior spines for an- 
tenne (a pardonable error, at that early day, when these trilobites were 
only known as detached fragments), is no reason, I should think, why 
his specific name should be rejected, although such has been the prac- 
tice, in similar cases, with some distinguished naturalists. 


Locality and position: Cincinnati group, at Cincinnati, Ohio. Ranges, according to 
Mr. James, from 20 feet to 350 below low-water mark of the Ohio, at Cincinnati. 


Genus DALMANITES, Barrande, 1852.* 
(Silur. Syst. Boh. I., Explanation, pl. 21, etc.) ) 
DALMANITES CARLEYI, Meek. 
Plate 14, figs. 2 a, 6, ¢, d. | 
Dalmanites Carleyi, Meek, 1872; Amer. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. III. (3d ser.), p. 424. 


Size small; general outline unknown, but probably ovate. Cephalic 
shield about twice as wide as long, rounded in front, and more or less 
straight behind, so as to present a nearly semicircular outline, exclusive 





* Emmrich described this genus under the name Dalmania, in 1845; but as that 
name was preoccupied for several genera of Insects, etc., 1 prefer to use Dalmaniies, 
which was, I believe, first published by Barrande, as cited above, though he used 
it ag a mere modification of Emmrich’s name. 
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of the produced posterior lateral extremities, which are about as long as 
the glabella, rather broad anteriorly, and tapering rapidly to the posterior 
ends. Glabella wide in front and rapidly narrowed behind, defined by a 
moderately distinct furrow on each side, and not very prominent at any 
point ; anterior lobe comparatively large, transversely elliptical or sub- 
rhombic; lateral lobes small, and separated by furrows that extend in- 
ward so as to leave only a very narrow central space ; anterior pair each 
sub-trigonal, about twice as large as the middle lobe, which is trans- 
versely ovate, while those of the third or posterior pair are smallest ; 
neck-furrow moderately well defined, and continued as posterior mar. 
ginal furrows of the cheeks nearly to their outer margins; occipital 
eegment comparatively rather wide anterio-posteriorly, and elevated and 
convex in outline behind; palpebral lobes ascending and narrowing 
rapidly outward to the summit of the eyes. Cheeks sloping laterally 
from the eyes, rather abruptly, to a shallow marginal furrow, that is con- 
tinued so as to form a very narrow margin around the front of the gla- 
bella. Eyes moderately large, situated full half their length from the 
posterior margins of the cheeks, and elevated somewhat above the height 
of the glabella, truncato-sub-conical in form, the visual surface curving 
around so as to form about three-fourths of a circle at its base; lenses of 
comparatively moderate size, showing about seven in a vertical row at 
the middle, and twelve or fourteen in the longest oblique rows. Surface 
of anterior lobe of glabella showing small, obscure granulations; other 
parts of the cephalic shield nearly smooth, or less distinctly granular. 

Thorax unknown. Pygidium sub-trigonal, rather depressed, as wide 
as long, or a little wider, very narrowly rounded, or almost sub-angular 
behind, the posterior extremity being curved a little upward; mesial lobe 
depressed, but a little more convex than the lateral, and of about the 
same breadth, or slightly narrower, at the anterior end, and narrowing 
to the posterior extremity, which does not reach the margin, composed 
of about thirteen distinct segments, and two or three other very small 
obscured ones behind these ; lateral lobes separated from the mesial lobe 
by moderately distinct furrows, and sloping off gently, with slight con- 
vexity of outline, to the lateral and posterior margins, showing each 
about thirteen segments, which are not furrowed, and extend very 
nearly, but not quite, to the margin, the smaller posterior ones being di- 
rected very obliquely backward; surface showing rather fine, irregular 
scattering granules. 

Length of cephalic shield, exclusive of the posterior lateral spines, 
0.35 inch, including do., about 0.60 inch; breadth, 0.67 inch; anterio- 
posterior diameter of eyes, 0.12 inch; height of same on outer side, 0.08 
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inch. Length of a detached pygidium of apparently about correspond- 
ing size, 0.42 inch; breadth of do., about 0. 48 inch. 


It is not absolutely certain that the cephalic shield and pygidium 
here described belong to the same species; but as several specimens of 
each have been found in the same beds together, and they correspond 
well in size and surface granulation, there is very little reason for doubt- 
ing that they belong to the same trilobite. 

This species has, I believe, sometimes been referred to D. callicephalus, 
Hall, from the New York Trenton group; but it differs materially from 
the figures and description of that species, which represent the posterior 
lateral angles of the cephalic shield as being each merely produced 
“into a broad, rounded, wing-like expansion,” instead of terminating in 
long pointed spines. That species also has the eyes represented propor- 
tionally longer, nearer the posterior margin, and each only forming 
about a semicircle; while in the form under consideration, they curve 
around so as to form quite three-fourths of a circle. The surface of the 
cephalic shield of our species is also much less distinctly granulated. 
There are likewise equally well-defined differences in the pygidium 
found associated with the cephalic shield of our species, which shows in 
each lateral lobe thirteen well-defined segments, without sulcations ; 
while in D. callicephalus these lobes are described as having each only 
nine segments, with strong furrows. 

At one time I was inclined to think this might be the form published 
by Prof. Hall under the name D. breviceps, although I noticed that it 
differed in several respects from the characters given in the description 
of that species. Since seeing the figure of that form, however, recently 
published, I am satisfied that our specimens belong to an entirely dis- 
tinct species. The differences distinguishing these two forms are the 
following: In the first place, the anterior lobe of the glabella of our spe- 
cies has a more nearly rhombic form, its lateral extremities being much 
more narrowly rounded. Again, its glabella differs in having three well- 
defined pairs of lateral lobes instead of only two, the anterior pair being 
as large as both of the others, and each triangular in form. The neck- 
segment of our spines likewise differs in being fully twice as thick as that 
of D. breviceps, while its palpebral lobes have an entirely different form, 
and its eyes are decidedly more strongly curved, and farther removed 
from the posterior margins of the cheeks. 

The specific name was given in honor of S. T. Carley, Esq., formerly of 
Cincinnati, and one of the earliest and most successful collectors and 
students of the Cincinnati fossils. 
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Locality and position: Cincinnati, Ohio, where it was found by Mr. U. P. James, in 
the Cincinnati group of the Lower Silurian, at the horizon of about 300 feet above 
low-water mark of.the Ohio river. 


Genus CALYMENE, Brougniart, 1822. 
(Crust. Foss., p. 9.) 
CALYMENE SENARIA, Conrad. 
Plate 14, figs. 14 a, b, c, d, e, Jf. 


Calymene Blumenbachii, Green (in part), 1832; Monograph, p. 28, and cast No. 1; 
and of many others (not of Brougniart, 1822). 

Calymene senaria, Conrad, 1841; Ann. Report Geol. N. Y., p. 49; Emmons, 1842, Geol. 
Rep., p. 390, fig. 2; Hall, 1847, Palseont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 238, pl. LXIV., figs. 
3 an; Salter (1865), Monogr. Brit. Trilob., p. 97, pl. IX., figs. 6-11 (as var. C. Blu- 
menbachit). 

Calymene brevicapitata, Portlock, 1843; Geol. Report Londonderry, etc., p. 286, pl. IIL., 
fig. 3; Salter (1848), Mem. Geol. Survey, Vol. II., 341, pl. XI., figs. 1, 2; and 
Vol. HL, pl. 17, figs. 10-12, not 9; McCoy (1865), Paleeozoic Fossils Woodw. Mus., 
165, tab. 1 F, figs. 4-6. 

Calyınene forcipata, McCoy, 1846; Sil. Fossils Ireland, pl. IV., fig. 14. 

Calymene Bayleyi, McCoy, 1865 ; Pal. Fossils Woodw. Mus., tab. 1 F, figs. 4-6. 


General form subovate, the length being usually about one and a half 
toone and three-fourths the breadth ; convexity rather more than one- 
third the breadth. | 

Cephalic shield, as seen in a direct view from above, sub-semicircular, 
approaching sublunate, the anterior outline being more or less nearly 
regularly rounded, and the posterior broadly sinuous, with the posterior 
lateral extremities bluntly sub-angular, or abruptly rounded. Glabella 
more prominent than the cheeks or eyes, about as wide behind as its 
length, including the neck segment, very strongly defined from the 
cheeks and the front margin (which latter is very prominent, and 
strongly recurved and arched upward in the middle) by profound fur- 
rows; lateral lobes, particularly the posterior two pairs, distinctly defined 
by deep lateral furrows that curve a little backward, the posterior pair 
being transversely, or obliquely, a little oval, and about three times as 
large as those of the next pair, which are as much larger than tue third 
pair, all being nearly round; neck furrow well defined; neck segment 
about of the same size as the first thoracic segment, often slightly thick- 
ened at each end, arched a little forward, and nearly or quite as high as 
the most prominent part of the glabella in front. Eyes rather prominent, 
small, nearly surrounded, excepting on the inner side, by a shallow con- 
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cavity, and situated opposite the furrows between the anterior and mid- 
dle lateral lobes of the glabella ; visual surfaces very small, about twice 
as long as high, a little arcuate, and directed nearly laterally ; palpebral 
lobes small, rather prominent, and capping, as it were, the visual sur- 
faces. Movable cheeks, with thick, rounded, lateral margins, defined by 
a distinct, rounded marginal furrow, continuous with that separating the 
anterior end of the glabella from the prominent, arched middle of the 
anterior margin. Fixed cheeks, provided with a very deep, broad fur- 
row along their posterior margins. Facial sutures directed forward 
anteriorly, so as to intersect the margins somewhat nearer together than 
the breadth across between the eyes; posteriorly, sometimes slightly 
furrowed, and directed at first a little obliquely backward and outward 
from the eyes, for less than half their length, then curving somewhat 
abruptly, and extending more obliquely backward, nearly straight to, or 
very slightly in front of, the posterior angles of the cheeks; rostral shield 
strongly arched, about twice and a half as long, measuring directly 
across from its lateral extremities, as the height from its upper to its 
lower margin, at the middle. Labrum or hypostome longitudinally ob- 
long, with sinuous lateral margins; anterior end a little wider than any 
other part, with a convex outline; anterior margin prominent, rather 
deeply notched in the middle, with a projecting point on each side of the 
notch. Internal surface concave; external, convex and smooth. 

Thorax about twice the length of the middle of the cephalic shield, 
narrowing backward, and very strongly trilobate; mesial lobe as wide 
as the lateral, and distinctly more convex, rounded or somewhat de- 
pressed on top, and having its thirteen segments usually a little thick- 
ened at their ends, but without nodes. Lateral lobes separated from the 
middle one by distinct furrows, somewhat flattened on the inner third, 
and rounding off more or less strongly to the lateral margins; pleurx 
extending straight outward for about one-fourth to one-third of their 
length, and then slightly deflected and curved backward to their outer 
ends, which are rounded, compressed, somewhat expanded, and provided 
with a thickened marginal ridge (not seen externally), while the anterior 
faces of their outer halves are strongly flattened or beveled for sliding 
upon cach other in rolling up; each with its longitudinal furrow well 
defined, and placed so as to divide off, as it were, its anterior third, though 
this is not seen more than half way out from their inner ends, when the 
thorax is folded together. 

Pygidium one-half to two-thirds the length of the middle of the cephalic 
shield, wider than long, with a more or less nearly sub-trigonal outline, 
the anterior margin, however, generally being so rounded as to impart a 


FOSSILS OF THE CINCINNATI GROUP. 175 


nearly transversely suboval form to the general outline; mesial lobe well 
defined, depressed convex, and extending very nearly to the posterior 
margin, showing five or six segments, the last two being very faintly 
defined, while behind those there is space enough for two or three more. 
Lateral lobes sloping or curving off more or less rapidly, each with about 
five segments, only the anterior one of which has a furrow like that of 
each of the pleure. 

Entire surface finely and evenly granular. 

Length of cephalic shield (at its middle), 0.52 inch; greatest breadth 
at the posterior angle of the cheeks, 1.08 inches; length of glabella, ex- 
clusive of neck segment, 0.34 inch; breadth of glabella, 0.32 inch. Length 
of thorax, about 1 inch; breadth at anterior, about 0.97 inch ; breadth of 
anterior end of mesial lobe, 0.35 inch. Length of pygidium, 0.36 inch ; 
breadth of same, 0.50 inch. 


This common, and beautiful trilobite, is regarded by many as only a 
variety of Calymene Blumenbachii, Brougniart, which may be the case, as 
the characters in which it differs from that species are not very striking. 
Its most obvious differences consist in its more finely and evenly gran- 
ulated surface, and smaller sizes; the C. Blumenbachii having its surface 
marked by granulations, with tubercles, or larger granulations mingled 
with the smaller, and attains a rather decidedly larger size. There are 
also some other more or less important differences of details, such as the 
more produced and reflexed front margin of the head of C. senaria, the 
proportionally rather broader base of its glabella, and the more anterior 
position of its eyes. _ 

Whether such differences should be regarded as being of specific, or 
only sub-specific importance, is, to some extent, a matter of taste, or per- 
haps more properly speaking, depends upon one’s views in regard to the 
degre-s, or kinds of differences, that should be considered specific. How- 
ever this may be, it seems desirable, in the present state of our knowledge 
of these forms, to keep them separate. 


Locality and position: In New York, as well as at various localities in some of the 
adjoining States, and Canada, this fossil occurs in the Trenton limestone, and ranges 
up into the Niagara group. It also has the same range in several of the Western 
States. At Cincinnati, Ohio, it ranges through the lower and middle portions of the 
Cincinnati group; and at Oxford, Lebanon, and various other localities in that State, 
as well as at Richmond, Madison, and numerous other places in Indiana, it occurs in 
the higher parts of the same series. It has also been identified in England and other 
foreign countries. For the use of the very fine entire specimen of this species, fig- 
ured on our plate, I am indebted to D. H. Shaffer, Esq., of Cincinnati. Those show- 
ing the separate parts belong to Mr. Dyer. 
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FOSSILS OF THE NIAGARA AND CLINTON GROUPS. 


MOLLUSCA. 


BRACHIOPODA. 
Genus TRIPLESIA, Hall, 1859. 


(12th Ann. Report Regents, p. 44 (=Dicraniscus, Meek, 1872). 


Shell transversely or longitudinally sub-oval, generally more or less 
trilobate ; hinge line straight, and provided with teeth and sockets. 
Ventral valve with a rather deep, rounded mesial sinus, that often ter- 
minates anteriorly in a rounded marginal projection ; provided with a 
well-defined cardinal area, divided in the middle by a triangular fissure ; 
beak imperforate ; hinge with a strong tooth on each side of the fissure, 
merely supported by the thickening of the interior of the cardinal re- 
gion, and apparently without any well-defined dental lamin&; muscular 
impressions small, situated in the bottom of the valve, and without 
raised margins. Dorsal valve having a more or less prominent mesial 
fold that imparts the usual trilobate appearance to the shell; cardinal 
margin not provided with an area, but having a prominent bifurcating 
cardinal process, on each side of which there is a brachial process, 
directed obliquely inward and laterally ; and between the outer side of 
each of the latter and the cardinal edge, there is a socket for the recep- 
tion of the teeth of the other valve; muscular impressions small, and 
placed in the bottom of the valve without raised margins. Surface 
nearly smooth, or only showing marks of growth, and, perhaps, some- 
times, obscure radiating strie. 


At the time I proposed the name Dicraniscus for this type, I had only 
seen fragmentary specimens, which gave but a very limited knowledge 
of the form and general physiognomy of the exterior of the shell; 
though they clearly showed that it possessed quite different internal 
characters from any that had been described or illustrated in any of the 
established genera. On the contrary, the specimens on which Prof. Hall 
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founded the genus Triplesia, showed perfectly all ot the external, but 
none of the internal characters; so that his generic description and 
illustrations only made known the exterior of the shell. If I had seen 
but a single entire specimen of our shell, or if Prof. Hall had described 
or illustrated the internal characters of his genus, I would certainly 
(eepecially in the latter case) have at once referred our shell to the same, 
if Iam correctly informed in regard to the interior of Triplesia. 

Almost immediately after the publication of my generic description, a 
friend who had been in correspondence with Mr. Whitfield, informed me 
that specimens of some of the typical species of Prof. Hall’s genus Tr:- 
plesia had recently been found in New York, showing that it possesses 
essentially the same internal characters as our Ohio shell. This being 
the case, the generic identity of the forms for which the two names were 
proposed would seem to be clearly established; and, as both names 
cannot be retained for the same genus, I now provisionally withdraw 
Dicraniscus; though I am not sure that the rules of nomenclature may 
not yet require it to be retained, instead of Triplesia. 

The objection to the name Triplesia is, that Triplasia had been used 
by Reuss for a genus of Foraminifera, in 1854.* Triplesia and Triplasia, 
however, are not exactly identical ; and although it is undesirable to pro- 
pose a new name so near one already published for another genus, when 
this has inadvertently been done, I think, in general, both names should 
be allowed to stand, even when there is only a difference of one letter, 
unless that difference is due to a mere error in the orthography of one of 
the names, which, if correctly written, would make it exactly the same 
as the other. This, however, is the case with Triplesia, which, if cor- 
rectly written, would become Triplasia; and, consequently, I should 
think, it ought not to stand, if Reuss’s genus is a good one. 

Prof. Hall gives the etymology of Triplesia, as follows: “[Gr. taziaazog, 
triplex; in reference to the trilobate character of several of the species.]” 
AS rortlaoros and triplex are not synonymous (the latter being equiv- 
alent to rocriexy¢, Latinized tripleces), there is an evident inconsistency 
between the name used and the character it was intended to express, 
though this doubtless resulted from a typographical error or a slip of 
the pen. 


* Triplasia also occurs in lists of plants for an older genus of Grasses, but probably 
not for a good genus. At any rate, there seems scarcely any sufficient reason why 
the same name may not be used both in Botany and Zoology, without creating con- 
fusion, though contrary to the rules of the British and American Associations for the 
Advancement of Science. 


12 
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TRIPLESIA ORTONI, Meek. 


Plate 15, figs. 1a to k. 
Dicraniscus Ortoni, Meek, 1872; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. IV. (3d series), p. 280. 


Shell apparently truncato-sub-oval, or sub-orbicular in general outline, 
being sometimes longer than wide, but more frequently the reverse, with 
the widest part in front of the middle, becoming quite gibbous in 
adult examples; hinge line generally, if not always, less than the 
breadth of the valves. Ventral valve less convex than the other ; mesial 
sinus deep and wide anteriorly, but not extending quite to the beak ; 
cardinal area rather low, sharply defined, and standing nearly at right 
angles to the plane of the valves, or sometimes a little arched backward ; 
beak small, and scarcely projecting beyond the area, its point being 
slightly arched in some specimens. Dorsal valve moderately convex, 
rising intoa more or less prominent mesial fold; umbo rather prominent, 
or at least projecting beyond that of the other valve, though the imme- 
diate and very obtuse point of its beak is incurved to the hinge line; 
cardinal process very long, a little curved, rounded, and rather slender 
below, and divided above, nearly half its length, the divisions being 
slender, diverging, and somewhat furrowed on their posterior sides above. 
Surface nearly smooth, or only showing a few sub-imbricating marks of 
growth near the free margins. 

The specimens yet known to me are too imperfect to afford detailed 
measurements, though they indicate a length of one inch and a quarter, 
and a breadth of one inch or more. 


I had examined many specimens of this shell, consisting of only the 
thickened rostral parts of the separated valves, showing the very long 
cardinal process of the dorsal valve, and the hinge and area of the ven- 
tral, before I could believe that they really belonged to the same shell. 
It was difficult to comprehend how so very long a cardinal process as 
that possessed by the dorsal valve, could be received into a ventral valve 
with no deeper concavity than those found in such association as to in- 
dicate that they ought to belong to the same species. It was, therefore, 
not until Prof. Orton found a broken specimen, with portions of the two 
valves united, and showing this long process in place, with relation to 
both valves, that I was aware that the beak of the dorsal valve is so in- 
curved as to give this process a very oblique forward direction within 
the opposite valve. 
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Thave seen no specimen with the anterior margins well enough pre- 

Served to show whether or not the mesial fold and sinus project forward 
beyond the margins on each side, as in the other species of the group; 
but so far as can be determined from the direction of the lines of growth, 
there would seem to be no projection of the anterior margin there. The 
fragments of the rostral parts, most usually found, belong to the dorsal 
valve. They are generally quite thick, and retain more or less of the 
cardinal and brachial processes. Some of them show two small, rather 
deep, closely approximated muscular impressions, in the bottom of the 
valve, with a short little ridge between them. There also seem to be 
one or xmore obscure scars on each side of these. In front of these mus- 
cular imn pressions, the valves seem to be quite thin. 

In size and general appearance, perfect specimens of this species prob- 
ably most nearly resemble T. cuspidata, Hall,* from the central part of 
the Trenton group, at Lowville, New York. It differs, however, in hav- 
ing a Straighter and longer hinge line, and more developed cardinal area, 
aless elevated mesial fold, and in showing no traces of radiating strie. 

The Specific name was given in honor of Prof. Edward Orton, of the 
Ohio G eological Survey, who discovered the specimens. 


tes lity and position: Near Dayton, Ohio, from the summit of the Clinton group 
of the {> Pper Silurian. 


Genus RHYNCHONELLA, Fischer, 1809. 
(Mem. Soe. Imp. Mose. II.) 
RHYNCHONELLA NEGLECTA, Hall. 
Plate 15, figs. 3 a, b, c, d. 


Atrypz 
Rhymes "eolecta, Hall, 1852; Paleont. N. Y., Vol. II., p. 70, pl. 23, figs. 4 a-f. 
Rhyne, Orzella neglecta, Hall, 1859; 12th Report of Regents, p. 78. ‘ 

?ella neglecta, var. scobina, Meek, 1872; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. IV. (3d 


seri 
Ss) » p. 277. 


shely rather small, sub-trigonal, compressed, or sometimes in large 
PA ens quite gibbous, with the mesial fold very prominent and nar- 
nn Dorsal valve bearing on the mesial fold four simple plications, the 
mide two of which are more prominent and larger than the others, 
one of which latter occupies each slope of the fold; lateral slopes each 
PYVided with about six angular, simple plications; beak incurved. 


* Arya cuspidata, Hall; Paleont. N. Y., Vol. I., p. 138, pl. XX XIII., figs. 1 a-h. 
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Ventral valve with mesial sinus corresponding to the fold of the other „ 
valve, and bearing three plications, the middle one of which is usually 
larger than the others; lateral slopes each with about six plications ; 
beak small, pointed and arched, but not strongly incurved, projecting 
moderately beyond that of the other valve. Surface of both valves 
ornamented by fine marks of growth, and numerous, minute, distinct, 
regularly disposed granules. 

Length of one of the largest and most gibbous specimens, 0.55 inch ; 
breadth of do., 0.50 inch ; convexity of same, 0.53 inch. Some other in. 
dividuals of near the same length and breadth have a convexity of only 
0.25 inch. 


This shell agrees so closely in form, as well as in the number and 
arrangement of its plications, with R. neglecta, Hall, from the New York 
Niagara and Clinton groups, that I have not felt warrantable in sepa- 
rating it specifically. If that shell, however, has been correctly figured 
and described from well-preserved specimens, showing all of its finer sur- 
face markings, ours ought to be clearly distinct, as there are no surface 
granulations illustrated in the figures or mentioned in the descriptions 
of the New York species; while they are quite distinct, and beautifully 
defined, on our specimens. As the New York Niagara fossils are usually 
found in a good state of preservation, it is improbable that such a char- 
acter would have been entirely overlooked in R. neglecta. Having no 
authentic specimens of that species at hand for comparison, however, I 
have merely placed our shell as a variety of the same. 

NoTE.—Since the foregoing was written, I have had (through the polite- 
ness of Prof. Hart, of Cornell University,) an opportunity to examine some 
good specimens of R. neglecta, from Lockport, New York; and I find that, on 
protected parts of the surface, they show some remains of extremely fine 
granulations. This being the case, I withdraw the name var. scobina for 
the Ohio shell. 

Locality and position: Clinton group of the Upper Silurian, at Dayton, Ohio. 


Genus MERISTELLA, Hall, 1860. 
(Twelfth Report Regents, p. 78.) 
MERISTELLA (? MERISTINA) CYLINDRICA, Hall (sp.). 
Plate 15, figs. 2 a, b, ¢, d. 
Atrypa cylindrica, Hall, 1852; Palxont. N. Y., Vol. H., p. 76, pl. 24, figs. 2 a to g. 


Shell attaining a rather large size, varying from a moderately com- 
pressed, more or less broadly ovate outline, to a much more gibbous, 
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“longated, sub-cylindrical form, the young shell being proportionally 
; ‘oader and more compressed, and the adult more convex and elongated ; 
rei margin somewhat compressed, narrowly rounded, and a little 
ally along the middle; lateral margins, in the young shell, proportion- 
vith More convex in outline, and converging and rounding to the front, 
Cony Usually a slight straightness or flattening of outline, and posterior 

deve fence behind, the latter character often becoming very strongly 

ODed in large adult examples. 

erg Sal valve somewhat less convex than the other, its greatest con- 
eligh € being behind the middle, while its anterior slope is sometimes 
geiz) > raised, so as to form a very obscure, or scarcely perceptible 
att \ ridge ; or, in other examples, evenly rounded over from side to 
\ Weak regularly incurved. 
\ entral valve with its greatest convexity a little farther back than 
that of the dorsal, forming a regularly decreasing curve from the beak to 
the front; anterior slope usually showing a shallow mesial sinus (some- 
times merely represented by a slight flattening) that extends to or be- 
hind the central region, with an obscurely impressed, nearly linear fur- 
row, along its middle; beak not very prominent, abruptly pointed, and 
strongly incurved upon that of the other valve. 

Surface usually appearing smooth, but, on closer examination, show- 
ing obscure strise of growth, and sometimes extremely faint traces of 
radiating lines, near the front and lateral margins. 

Length of a large, elongated, gibbous specimen (with outline of lateral 
margins strongly flattened), from the front to the beak of the dorsal 
valve, 1.25 inches; do., from front to beak of ventral valve, 1.30 inches ; 
breadth a little in advance of the middle, 0.76 inch; convexity, 0.77 
inch ; same measurements of a young ovate specimen, respectively, 0.67, 
0.75, 0.66, and 0.42 inch. 


The specimens of this species found in Ohio are often much larger 
and more robust than those figured in the New York Report; but agree 
80 closely in nearly all their characters, as to leave little room to doubt 
their identity with the New York shell. The largest individuals, in 
gome cases, have the flattening of the lateral margins much more 
strongly defined (almost as if by accidental lateral compression, though 
evidently natural,) than any of those figured by Prof. Hall; which 
peculiarity gives them a different outline, as seen in a direct view of 
either valve. As there are, however, all gradations in this flattening, 
between these and the common forms of the M. cylindrica, no separation 
can be made on this character. 
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I know nothing of the.internal characters of this species, beyond the 
fact that it has internal spires, and a strong mesial septum, or prom- 
inent ridge, in the beak of the dorsal valve. 


Locality and position: Hillsboro, Ohio; Niagara group of the Upper Silurian. 


Genus TRIMERELLA, Billings, 1862. 
(New Species Lower Sil. Fossils, p. 166.) 
TRIMERELLA GRANDIS, Billings. 


Plate 16, figs. 2 a, b. 

Trimerella grandis, Billings, 1862; New Sp. Lower Sil. Foss., p. 166, figs. 151 a, b; Dall 
(1871), Am. Jour. Conch., Vol. VII., p. 82; Davidson and King (1872), Trimerellide, 
p. 4, extr. from Geol. Mag., Vol. IX.; Hall and Whitfield (1872), Notes on some 
New or Imperfectly Known Forms among the Brachiopoda, etc., p. 4, pl. 13, figs. 11 - 
to 16. 

Shell (as determined from internal casts) ovate, with valves mod- 
erately and nearly equally convex, and the greatest breadth in advance 
of the middle; lateral margins nearly straight, sub-parallel along the 
middle, and rounding rather abruptly into the rounded front, while the 
posterior lateral margins converge abruptly to the beaks. Dorsal valve 
with its beak apparently short and moderately incurved; interior with 
the two cylindrical chambers small, and short, or not usually extending 
back more than to points two-thirds of the length of the valve from its 
anterior margin. Ventral valve with beak straight, more or less 
abruptly pointed, and apparently projecting moderately beyond that of 
the other valve; internal chambers comparatively small, and of about 
the same length as those of the other valve. Surface and other charac- 
ters unknown. 

Length of internal cast, about 2.40 inches; breadth of do., 2 inches ; 
convexity, 0.90 inch. Mr. Billings mentions seeing specimens 3 inches 
in length, by about 2.50 inches in breadth. 


Our figures of this species on plate 16 were drawr. from one of Mr. 
Billings’s typical specimens, kindly loaned by him for comnarison ; but 
I have since received by Prof. Orton a well-defined specimen of the same 
shell from an Ohio locality. 


Locality and position: Mr. Billings’s specimens were from Galt, New Hope and 
Elora, Canada, where they occur in the Guelph formation (Middle Silurian) of the 
Canadian Section. The Ohio specimen came from beds referred to the Niagara 
group of the Upper Silurian, in Ottawa county, Ohio. 
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TRIMERELLA OHIOENSIS, Meek. | 


Plate 16, figs. 1 a, b, c, and the annexed cuts. 


TrimereZZce Ohioensis, Meek, 1871; Am. Jour. Sci. and Arts, Vol. I. (3d series), p. 315; 
Davicison and King (1872), Trimerellide, p. 4 (extracted from the Geological Maga- 


ze, W ol. IX.). 


TRIMERELLA AUUMINATA, Billings. 


b An outline of an internal cast of 
the ventral valve, showing its sub- 
trigonal form, attenuated beak and 
(owing to the thinness of the parti- 





aAn TRIMRRELLA Omoenxeis, Meek. tions) the closely approximated char- 
showix, ,, — Vatline internal cast of the ventral valve, acter of casts of the internal cavities. 
mre 2, Wy comparison with figure (a) its broader, From a Canadian specimen seut by 
Widel x Yawaded form, less attenuated beak, and more Mr. Billings, a part of one side being 
<> y arated internal cavities. restorea in the figure. 


el attaining a large size ; internal cast very broad ovate, the widest 
or being in advance of the middle, where the breadth sometimes nearly 
ater equals the length, rather distinctly convex, in large examples; 
rum. margin broadly rounded in outline; anterior lateral margins 
pig ye regularly into the front, while the posterior lateral converge 
the wt” with somewhat straightened or moderately convex outlines, to 
Ver; “aks. Dorsal valve more convex than the other, its greatest con- 
mp > being behind the middle, thence rounding abruptly over to the 

O behind, and more gradually forward and laterally; beak (of the 


shee 
pla > very strongly incurved, directed downward at right angles to the 
or TR of the valves, and apparently occupying a broad sub-trigonal sinus, 


3 ewe in the cardinal margin of the other valve; interior with mesial 
abo, ‘am dividing the two characters, strong, extending forward usually 
of nt five-sixths the length of the valve, with the chamber on each side 
na © large, elongated, or extending nearly as far back as the cardinal 

X gin, more or less obtusely pointed, and distinctly arched with the 
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curve of the valve. Ventral valve more flattened in the umbonal region, 
with beak apparently straight, moderately prominent, and rather 
abruptly pointed ; interior with mesial septum extending as far forward 
as that of the other valve, and the mesial chambers long, or extending 
backward a little beyond the hinge margin, and nearly straight or only 
a little arched ; while between these and each posterior lateral margin, 
a shallow lateral cavity extends about as far back as the mesial cham- 
bers. Margins of the two valves meeting without any upward or down- 
ward curvature around the front, but their line of junction along each 
posterior lateral region is broadly waved upward. Surface, as deter- 
mined from moulds of the exterior in the matrix, marked by concentric 
stria, which become rather strongly defined, regularly disposed, and sub- 
imbricating around the anterior and lateral margins. 

Length of a large internal cast, 3.50 inches, with a breadth of about 
2.65 inches, and a convexity of 2 inches. 


At the time I first indicated this form, in the Journal of Science, I had 
but a very limited knowledge of Mr. Billings’s T. acuminata, which had 
only been illustrated and described from a cast of the rostral part of the 
ventral valve, From Mr. Billings’s figures, I then supposed our Ohio 
specimens to be allied most nearly to his T. grandis; though they are 
readily distinguishable from that species by their broader form, much 
longer internal chambers, and decidedly more strongly incurved beak of 
the dorsal valve, as shown in our figures of the two forms on plate 16. 
Since that time, Mr. Billings has more fully characterized his T. acu- 
minata, from better specimens than those first studied by him; and he 
has also kindly sent to me specimens of the same from Canada. From 
his more extended description, and the specimens sent by him, it 
becomes clearly evident that our Ohio shell is decidedly more nearly re- 
lated to his 7. acuminata than to his T. grandis. Wishing to have our 
specimens as thoroughly compared with Mr. Billings’s types as possible, I 
loaned them to him for that purpose, and he wrote back that, although 
closely related to his T. acuminata, he thinks the T. Ohzoensis still a dis- 
tinct species. Ä 

The principal differences between these two forms, so far as yet known, 
seem to consist in the more narrow sub-trigonal form, and the more pro- 
duced and acuminate character of the beak of T. acuminata; which also 
has the casts of its internal cavities more slender, more elongated, and 
more closely approximated together; thus showing that the septa 
between them were proportionally thinner. As all these comparisons, 
however, have to be made from internal casts only, and some additional 
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Collections of the Ohio form show more variation in some of these char- 
acters than I had supposed existed, I should not be surprised if farther 
Comparisons should prove the T. Ohioensis to be only a more robust, 
broader variety of T. acuminata. Still, I have not yet seen sufficient 

reasons for uniting the two forms under one name, as the specimens thus 
far coma pared do not show an unbroken series of intermediate forms. 

In order to afford the student the means of making a more satisfactory 
comparison, the foregoing cuts of the internal casts of the ventral valves 
OT. acuminata and T. Ohioensis are given. That of 7. acuminata, is 
from x small Canadian specimen sent by Mr. Billings. Itisa little de- 
fective On one side; but as such shells are of course symmetrical, this 
defect’ Th zas been carefully restored from the unbroken opposite side. All 
four Specimens of these shells being merely rough internal casts, we 
have 1.6 the means of illustrating the muscular impressions.* 


twat ef2y and position: Genoa, Ottawa county, Ohio. From beds referred to the 
Niagara, s=roup of the Upper Silurian. 


GASTEROPODA. 


Genus PLATYOSTOMA, Conrad, 1842. 
(Jour. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philad., Vol. VIII., p. 275.) 


PLATYOSTOMA NIAGARENSIS, var. TRIGONOSTOMA. 


Plate 16, figs. 3 a. 0, c. 


Plat 
Nostra Niagarensis, Hall, 1852; Paleont. N. Y., Vol. II., p. 287, pl. 60, figs. 1 a 
Pla > fall and Whitfield, List Fossils from Louisville, p. 10, dated June, 1872. 
Dana ? trigonostoma, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci. Philad., p. 169. 


an a strongly depressed, sub-discoidal, or lenticular, with periphery 
the ¢ acutely angular; spire much depressed or scarcely rising above 
adore xıer edge of the body volution, which is more convex below than 
creas the angle around the periphery ; volutions three, very rapidly in- 
slopes ®.’ g in size, particularly in breadth, nearly flat, with an outward 
nea tre’ last turn large, depressed convex below, a iittle declining 
Rie aperture on the inner side above; suture linear ; aperture large, 
eee 
ee Thos. Davidson, of Brighton, England, and Prof. Wm. King, of Queen’s Col- 
Trime, st, Ireland, will soon publish an elaborately illustrated paper on the family 
. ellidz, made out from extensive collections of well-preserved specimens. In 
ws Paper, the muscular scars in Trimerella will doubtless be fully illustrated and 
SCT bed, 
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sub-trigonal, with greater breadth than height; lip extended forward on 
the inner side above, and thence directed very obliquely outward and 
backward to the marginal angle. Surface, as determined from casts, 
with marks of growth curving back very obliquely above and below to 
the angular periphery. 
Height, 0.62 inch ; breadth, 1.08 inches; height of aperture, 0.50 inch ; 
breadth of do., 0.65 inch. | 
The specimens of this shell studied by me (without the slightest indi- 
cations of accidental distortion), are so decidedly more depressed, and 
have the upper side of the volutions so much more flattened, and the 
periphery so much more angular than any of the varieties of P. Niaga- 
rensis illustrated by profile or lateral views among Prof. Hall’s figures 
of that species, that I could not believe it even a strongly marked variety 
of the same. Since my description was published, Prof. Hall and Mr. 
Whitfield have regarded it as the P. Niagarensis ; and after comparing it 
with a series of authentic New York specimens of that extremely vari- 
—~ able shell, Iam inclined to think it may be a variety 


/ = of the same. Still, it differs, in a marked degree, 
in its more decidedly angular periphery, and the 
more flattened character of the upper side of its volu- 

Piatyostoma Niacares- tions, from any of the New York examples of P. 
Ih, Dar TRIGOSOSTOMA. — Niagarensis I have seen. The annexed outline cut 
A profile, showing the de- . . . . . . 

pressed character of the Will illustrate its form as seen in a side view, and 

t 


spire and the angularity of 


periphery, form of the Will also show how much it differs in outline from 
aperture, etc. 


any of the profile figures of P. Niagarensis given in 
‘the Paleontology of New York, Vol. II., pl. 60; in which volume that 
shell is also described as being “ globose.” 


Locality and position: Yellow Springs, Qhio; Niagara group of the Upper Silurian. 


CEPHALOPODA. 
Genus LITUITES, Montfort, 1808. 
(Conch., p. 279.) 
LITvuITES, ? ORTONI, Meek. 
Plate 15, fig. 4. 


Shell small, discoid ; umbilicus comparatively large, but very shallow, 
the outer turn of the coil being scarcely more convex than those within ; 
volutions three or more, slender, slightly embracing, and increasing 
very gradually in size, apparently scarcely wider transversely than in 
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their dorso-ventral diameter, evenly rounded on the sides and periph- 
ery; siphuncle unknown; septa separated on the periphery by chambers 
Measuring less than half the dorso-ventral diameter, and generally 
gently arched backward on the sides; surface and outer chamber un- 
known. 

Greatest diameter of the involuted and chambered part of the shell, 


116 inches; dorso-ventral and transverse diameter of the outer turn, 
each 0.35. | 


As the only specimen of this species yet found does not show the outer 
orlast chamber, and consists entirely of the chambered and involuted 
‘ part, wre have not the means of determining, beyond doubt, whether or 
not thre outer or body chamber was deflected from the curve of the inner 
vlutions. If not, of course it cannot be a true Lituite, but would most 
pobalbbl-y belong to the genus @yroceras, and have to take the name 
6.0rtoni. The very slender, nearly cylindrical, and closely coiled na- 
ture Of its volutions, however, are characters that seem to indicate that 
it belomgs more properly to Lituites than to Gyroceras, in which latter 
group they usually increase more rapidly in size, and are generally more 
loosely coiled. The slender, rounded and compactly coiled nature of its 
volutions, gives to the shell much the general appearance of the com- 
mon mM yriapod Julus, as seen lying on one side and rolled together. 

The specific name was given in honor of Prof. Edward Orton, of the 


Ohio G ecological Survey, who discovered the only specimen of the species 
Ihave seen. 


locality and position: Niagara group, Greenville, Darke county, Ohio. 


ARTICULATA. 
CRUSTACEA. 

Genus LEPERDITIA, Ronault, 1851. 
(Bull. Soc. Geol. Fr., 2d ser., t. VIII., p. 377.) 
LEPERDITIA ALTA, Conrad (sp.). 

“ Plate 17, figs. 2 a, b. | 


Cythering alta (Conrad), Vanuxem, 1843; Geological Report, III. Dist. N. Y., p. 112, 
fig. 6, 


Leperditig alta, Jones, 18—; Ann. and Mag. Nat. Hist., Vol. XVII. (2d series), p. 88, 
ig. —; Hall (1859), Palscont. N. Y., Vol. III., p. 373. 
Carapace-valves longitudinally sub-ovate, being wider posteriorly than 
In front, with dorsal margin straight, the ventral forming a broad semi- 
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ovate curve, a little more prominent behind than in front; and the 
anterior and posterior margins rounded so as to connect with the dorsal 
border above, at very obtuse or scarcely defined angles. Left valve hav- 
ing its greatest convexity situated centrally with relation to the length, 
and considerably below the middle, where it swells out in the form of 
an obtuse, undefined prominence, from which the lower margin is ab- 
ruptly inflected nearly or quite at right angles to the vertical plane of 
the valve ; eye tubercle situated distinctly above the middle, and a little 
less than one-fourth the entire length of the valve, behind the most 
prominent part of the rounded front margin, sometimes accompanied by 
a slight furrow that curves upward and backward from its anterior side 
to the dorsal margin above. Surface of casts smooth, or nearly so. 

Length, 0.42 inch; height, 0.26 inch; convexity (of the left valve 
only), 0.08 inch. 

A right valve associated with the above (see fig. 2 6), and probably 
belonging to the same species, is longer in proportion to its height, and 
less convex near the middle of the lower side, though its lower margin 
is strongly inflected. It also shows scarcely any traces of an eye-tuber- 
cle in the cast. 


As I have only seen internal casts of this species, 1am not entirely 
sure that it is exactly the same as L. alta, though it probably is. Our 
figures were prepared with the intention of having them cut in lines 
only, and the concentric marks were merely intended to represent sha- 
ding. They were afterwards added to the plate where they now appear, 
however, with the view of having them represented merely in outline ; 
but the lithographer supposing the concentric lines to be surface mark- 
ings, put them in so as to present a different appearance from what they 
would have done in a wood-cut. The figures can therefore only be relied 
upon as accurate outlines of the fossil, enlarged to twice the natural 
diameter. 


Locality and position: In New York, Leperditia alta occurs abundantly in the sub- 
division known as the Tentaculite limestone, formerly included as a part of the Water- 
lime group, of the Upper Silurian. The specimens here figured are from beds re- 
ferred to the Helderberg group, at Greenfield, Ohio. 
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Genus ILL/ENUS, Dalman, 1826. 
(Palzont., p. 51.) 
ILL#nus (Bumastus) INsIGNIs, Hall? 
Plate 15, figs. 5 a, 6, c. 


Menus trasimis, Hall; Advance sheets from Regents’ Report, p. 27, dated Dec. 26, 
184 ; Regents’ 20th Report (1868), p. 331, with wood-cuts, and on pl. 22, figures 13 
and 14 ; also second edition of same, p. 419, with same cuts and lithographs. 

Compare J llanus (Bumastus) Worthenanus, Winchell and Marcy, 1865; Enumeration 
oi Fossils from the Niagara Limestone at Chicago, p. }0d. 





ILLANUSB (BUMASTUS). 


A—An outline of the head as seen from above, showiny the form of the glabella, 
eves, etc.; with the dorsal furrows terminating anteriorly and posteriorly in 
pits; also the facial sutures, which terminate posteriorly at the points marked fa. 

B—A posterior view of same, showing the couvexity; and the abrupt outward 
curve of the facial sutures behind, at the points marked fs. 


Attaining a rather large size ; general form elongate-oval, or sub-elliptic. 
Cephalic shield distinctly convex, or forming about one-fourth of a circle 
from. the front to the posterior margin, transversely sub-oval in form, the 
Widest part being behind the middle ; posterior margin nearly straight, 
or moderately convex in outline, across between the ends of the dorsal 
furrows ; anterior and anterior lateral margins, with a very narrow re- 
curved rim, and a nearly regularly semicircular outline ; posterior lateral 
marSins narrowly rounded. Glabella rather strongly convex, the greatest 
convexity being a little behind the middle, where it rises distinctly 
above the eyes, and is evenly rounded over from side to side; dorsal fur- 
7¥8 Wel) defined in the internal cast, each starting from a minute mar- 
ginal Dit behind each eye-lobe, thence extending forward and inward to 
shallo w, undefined little gval depressions nearly opposite the middle of 
each ©ye, from which they each curve outward and extend forward to 
and ermminate in a well-defined pit near the lateral margins of the gla- 
bella, Arıd about half way between the anterior ends of the eyes and the 
points Where the facial sutures intersect the anterior margin ; palpebral 
lobes ra ther large, larger than wide, narrowed and produced anteriorly, 
and Taoderately convex, with a more or less marked outward slope over 
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the eyes. Facial sutures extending forward from each eye, at first with 
a very slight outward curve, until they come nearly opposite, and rather 
close to the anterior terminal pits of the dorsal furrows, where they 
curve and extend obliquely inward and forward to the anterior margin, 
which they cut at points decidedly nearer together than the breadth 
across between the anterior ends of the eyes, or about equaling that 
between the greatest inward curves of the dorsal furrows opposite each 
eye; behind, these sutures start from the posterior incurved extremity of 
each eye, and curve very abruptly outward, so as to cut the margin 
almost directly behind and under the most prominent part of the same. 
Movable cheeks sloping off rather abruptly on each side, and each: pro- 
vided, in the cast, with a deep-rounded furrow around the base of each 
eye, and produced, attenuated, and incurved anteriorly, the widest part 
being opposite the anterior end of each eye. Eyes rather large, located 
back almost over the posterior lateral margins, strongly arched outward, 
or forming about one-third of a circle, very slightly oblique, their ante- 
rior ends being a little nearer together than their posterior; visual sur- 
face, as seen in the cast, very narrow in its vertical diameter, which is 
less than one-fourth the length, measuring around the curve. 

Thorax distinctly convex, about one-third wider than long, trilobation 
moderately well marked in casts of the interior ; mesial lobe very wide, 
or equaling about three times the breadth of each of the lateral, meas- 
uring over the curve of all, its greatest breadth being along the middle 
region, forming a broad, regular arch from side to side, so as to rise 
above the lateral lobes as much as the entire height of the latter; as 
seen from above, its ten segments present nearly straight posterior mar- 
gins along most of their length, but curve rather distinctly backward at 
each end, as they approach the lateral lobes; lateral lobes sloping off 
more or less abruptly, from their inner to their outer margins; pleure 
rather wide, flattened for slipping upon each other in rolling up, and 
apparently obtuse at their free ends, showing a slight backward arching 
along the entire length of their posterior margins. 

Pygidium somewhat larger than the cephalic shield, and one-sixth 
of its breadth wider than long, very gibbous, the greatest convexity 
being behind the middle, from which region it rounds down rather 
abruptly behind, and arches over more gradually forward, without the 
slightest traces of dorsal furrows; while, as seen from behind, it forms a 
slightly depressed or sub-semicircular arch, from side to side; general 
outline, as seen from above, with posterior and lateral margins forming 
together a deep semi-oval curve, and the anterior somewhat straightened, 
or gently arched forward across the central region, and curving mod- 
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erately back ward on each side, so as to connect with the anterior lateral 

margins by very obtuse angles, or abruptly rounded outlines. 

External surface unknown, excepting from impressions of the posterior 
under side of the pygidium, left in the matrix, which show this part of 
the surface to be marked by rather coarse concentric strie. 

Entire length, following over the convex curves of head and pygidium, 
4.30 inches; do., measuring direct, with head and pygidium straightened 
out, about 3.80 inches; length of head (direct measurement), 1.32 inches; 
breadth, about 1.72 inches; length of thorax, in its natural condition, 
1.05 inches; length of pygidium (direct), 1.40 inches; breadth of do., 
1.70 inches. 


Although I refer this form, provisionally, to Prof. Hall’s species I. in- 
signis, ‘1 am far from being entirely satisfied in regard to its exact 
identity with that form. The difficulty in making a satisfactory com- 
parison, arises from the fact that Prof. Hall’s species was founded entirely 
upn = separate glabella, and a detached pygidium, supposed (but not 
known) to belong to the same Trilobite. On comparing the glabella of 
olrSpecimens with the figures of that of I. insignis, it is found to agree 
inmost respects more closely than with that of any other form I have 
yet Seen illustrated. It has the same convexity, nearly the same form 
of pal pebral lobes, and the same anterior prolongation of the dorsal fur- 
WS, likewise terminating in similarly situated pits. Its facial sutures 
alo haye nearly the same direction, anteriorly at least, excepting that 
they are rather decidedly more convergent after passing forward beyond 
the terminal pits of the dorsal furrows. 

This latter character makes the anterior margin of the glabella about 
ne- fifth narrower than the distance across between the anterior terminal 
Pils of the dorsal furrows, instead of fully equaling the same, as in the 
P Ublished figure I. insignis. Again, the outline of the posterior margin 
of the glabella, in the type specimen of J. insignis, is represented much 
re Convex than in our specimens, thus contributing to give greater 
Tee tional length to its glabella, which, however, is also longer in front 
teri © eyes than in the form under consideration. This straighter pos- 

OX margin of the glabella, in our specimens, also gives the eyes a 
r “tion relatively farther back than in Prof. Hall’s figure.* If the 
Oe On OO ee 


2 
Sf. Hall’s outline restoration of the movable cheeks of I. insignis represents 
Ast As projecting out farther laterally behind, than in the form under consideration. 
lar his is a mere restoration, however, his figure may not be correct in that particu- 
~ It also would appear to represent the posterior termination of the facial sutures 
# Rot curving outward, as in our specimens; but this may be due to the imperfection 


of his specimen. 


the 
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pygidium referred by Prof. Hall to I. insignis really belongs to the same 
species as the glabella figured and described by him under that name, I 
should think our form an entirely distinct species, since its pygidium, as 
will be seen by comparison, presents a strikingly different outline. In 
I. insignis, it is represented longer than wide, very narrowly rounded behind, 
and distinctly angular at the anterior lateral angles; while in our speci- 
mens it is wider than long, broadly rounded behind, and abruptly rounded, 
or only sub-angular anterio-laterally. 

It seems to agree pretty nearly with a form described by Winchell and 
Marcy, under the name J. (Bumastus) Worthenanus; but as these authors 
have given no figure, I am at a loss to determine its relations to 
that form, which is thought by Prof. Hall to probably be identical with 
his I. insignis. If distinct from these, it might be called I. Spring- 
fieldensis. 

As Prof. Hall cites Wauwatosa, Wisconsin, as one of the localities from 
which his typical specimens of J. insignis were obtained, I borrowed for 
comparison, from Dr. F. H. Day, of that place, a fine collection of the 
heads and pygidia of the form found there that is regarded as most 
nearly corresponding to Prof. Hall’s figures of that species. In most of 
these specimens, however, the glabella agrees more nearly in form with 
that figured by Prof. Hall under the name J. cuniculus, being proportion- 
ally shorter, with the posterior margin less convex in outline, and the 
eyes more prominent and placed proportionally farther back, while the 
facial sutures are less sinuous, and not so converging anteriorly. They 
generally have the dorsal furrows, however, more or less defined, and 
terminating in pits, in front of the eyes, asin I. insignis. 

If any of these specimens really belong to I. insignis, they would cer- 
tainly seem to show that species to vary in the shape of the glabella, to 
such an extent that no well-defined and constant differences can be found 
in this part of the animal for the establishment of the two species 
I. insignis and I. cuniculus. However that may be, the specimens of 
pygidia sent by Dr. Day from the same locality and position, agree ex- 
actly with Prof. Hall’s figure of a pygidium referred by him to I. insignis. 

On comparing the glabella of the Ohio specimens under consideration 
with Prof. Hall’s figure of the corresponding part of I. insignis, it will be 
seen to be proportionaily shorter, to have its posterior margin much less 
convex in outline, and the facial sutures even more strongly sinuous and 
converging in front of the eyes, than represented in the figure of that 
species ; with which, however, it agrees in having the dorsal furrows ex- 
tending forward in the cast, and terminating in pits anteriorly. Yet in 
all of these characters, excepting its less convex posterior outline and pro- 
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portionally shorter form, it differs more decidedly from the figure of 
I. euniculus. 

If the pygidium figured by Prof. Hall as that of I. insignis really be- 
longs to the same species as the glabella figured by him under that 
name, I should think our specimens almost certainly specifically distinct, 
as it is proportionally decidedly longer, and more narrowly rounded in 
outline, being very nearly or quite as long as wide, and longitudinally 
semi-elliptic; while in our form it is decidedly wider than long, and 
transversely sub-elliptic. 

Through the kindness of Prof. Marcy and Prof. Winchell, I have also 
had an opportunity to compare our specimens with the form described 
by them under the name Illenus Worthenanus, and thought by Prof. Hall ° 
probably to belong to his species I. insignis. 


Locality and position: Springfield, Ohio. Niagara group of the Upper Silurian. 


13 
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FOSSILS OF THE CORNIFEROUS GROUP. 


MOLLUSCA. 


-POLYZOA. 
Genus PTILODICTYA, Lonsdale, 1889. 


(Murchison’s Sil. Syst., p. 130.) 
PTILODICTYA (STICTOPORA) GILBERTI, Meek. 
Plate 18, figs. 1 a, b, c. 
Ptilodictya (Stictopora) Gilberti, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 7. 


Corallum growing in thin, or much compressed, branching (or perhaps 
sometimes foliaceous) expansions; branches varying from about half a 
line to three lines in breadth, with a thickness of near half a line; non- 
poriferous margins sharp, with stris well defined, and curving laterally 
and forward. Pores nearly circular, or slightly oval, and provided, in 
well-preserved specimens, with raised margins, ranged in about eight to 
ten longitudinal rows in a branch two and a half lines in breadth; those 
in adjacent rows regularly alternating so as to produce a quincuncial 
arrangement; five of them occupying a space of one line, measuring 
longitudinally, and about six, measuring obliquely, the space between 
the pores in the longitudinal direction being usually a little greater than 
the diameter of the pores themselves ; rows of pores separated by a slender, 
sharply raised longitudinal line. Axis forming about one-third of the 
thickness of the branches, and having the transverse strie sometimes 
very regular, well defined, and regularly arched. 

I have not seen enough of any one specimen of this species to show 
whether or not its branches anastomose, but as they evidently frequently 
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bifurcate, and send off lateral branches, it is probable that they do. It 
seems to be more nearly allied to Stictopora fenestrata of Hall, from the 
Chazy limestone, in the arrangement and nearly circular form of its 
pores, as well as in having a raised longitudinal line between each row 
of pores, than to any of the known Upper Silurian species. It isa much 
more robust species, however, with only about the same number of rows 
of pores, in branches of twice the breadth of those of that species, while 
it shows no traces of the transverse bars mentioned in the description of 
S. fenestrata. Its flattened, non-poriferous and striated margins are also 
much more strongly developed. Indeed, no traces of this character of the 
margins are represented in the published figures, or mentioned in the 
description of that species. 

Although I am not aware that any published notice of the occurrence 
of this genus in the Devonian rocks has hitherto appeared, I have little 
hesitation in referring this species to the group, since it seems to present 
all the characters assigned to the same; and I have also good reason to 
believe the genus represented in the Lower and Upper Carboniferous. 
In one respect it differs from most of the species described under Stictopora,; 
that is, in having the pores a little contracted and nearly circular at the 
aperture. In this respect, however, it appears to agree with S. fenestrata, 
the first species described under that genus; and Prof. McCoy has shown 
that this character occurs in British species of Ptilodictya of Lonsdale, of 
which it is now generally admitted that Stictopora, Hall, is only a 
synonym, or, at most, founded on types only sub-generically distinct. 

From the.same horizon as that from which the above described species 
was obtained, but from a different locality (Whitehouse, Lucas county), 
there is in the collection a foliated specimen more than two inches in 
breadth and 4.70 inches long, with broken margins all around. It is 
split in breaking the rock so as to expose one side of the strongly wrink- 
led and striated axis. So far as I have been able to determine from 
some imperfect remaining portions of the poriferous part, its pores would 
seem to have the same form, size and arrangement as those of the species 
here described. It may, therefore, possibly belong to the same species, 
though I am inclined to believe it will be found to be distinct. If so, it 
may be called P. (Stictopora) lichenoides. It is represented by figure 2 of 
our plate 18, which shows only the wrinkled surface of a piece of the 
axis. 


Locality and position: Sylvania, Lucas county, and Marblehead. Corniferous 
limestone. Mr. Gilbert. 
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BRACHIOPODA. 
Genus RHYNCHONELLA, Fischer, 1809. 
(Mem. Soc. Imp. Mose. II.) 
RHYNCHONELLA CAROLINA, Hall. 


Plate 18, figs. 8 a-e. 


Rhynchonella (Stenocigma) carolina, Hall, 1867; Paleeont. N. Y., Vol. IV., p. 337, plate 
34, figs. 14-19. 


Shell attaining a medium size, nearly equivalve, moderately com- 
pressed, trigonoid-subovate in general outline, the breadth about equal- 
ing the length, with the widest part usually in front of the middle, from 
which point the straight posterior lateral margins converge to the beaks 
nearly at aright angle; anterior lateral margins rather narrowly rounded 
into the front, which is usually nearly regularly rounded in outline, or a 
little projecting at the termination of the sinus along the middle; ante- 
rior margins of the valves meeting each other at a rather acute angle, 
both at the termination of the mesial sinus and on each side; that of the 
ventral valve being only gently incurved, and but very slightly pro- 
duced, along the middle. 

Ventral valve usually a little less convex than the other; beak promi- 
nent, narrow, and but moderately curved; mesial sinus rather broad, 
shallow, and flat within, at the front, and rarely extending back a little 
beyond the middle; surface ornamented by from twenty-five to twenty- 
eight simple, distinct, sub-angular, radiating coste, of which about five 
to seven occupy the mesial sinus, one of those on each side being usually 
smaller and less prominent than the others. 


Dorsal valve scarcely one-fourth more convex than the other, its great- - 


est convexity being near the middle; beak rather distinctly incurved ; 
mesial fold broad, depressed, flattened, or rounded, and not strongly de- 
fined, or usually extending much behind the middle, occupied by about 
six to eight coste, which, like those in the sinus of the other valve, are 
usually somewhat larger than any of the others, excepting one on each 
side, which is generally smaller and more depressed. Costs of both valves 
well defined to the beaks, on good specimens. Finer surface markings 
unknown. 

Length of a well-developed specimen, 1.04 inches; breadth, 1.02 inches; 
convexity, 0.65 inch. 
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Some of our specimens of this species are about one-third larger than 
either of those figured in the New York Paleontology, and have the beak 
of the ventral valve more prominent, and the posterior lateral slopes 
straighter. But they agree so nearly in all other respects, that I can 
scarcely doubt their identity with that shell, especially as it is said to 
occur at the same locality. Its most marked features are its compressed, 
sub-trigonal form, shallow and undefined sinus, and depressed, not 
strongly defined, mesial fold, with one of the plications on each side of 
both sinus and fold usually smaller and less prominent than the others. 
It is also peculiar in not having the anterior margin of the ventral valve 
much incurved, or produced, at the termination of the sinus, but so 
directed as to meet that of the other valve there, at the same rather acute 
angle as on each side of the sinus. 

It resembles Rhynchonella? laura, Billings (—Leiorhynchus multicostata, 
Hall); though it is less nearly like Mr. Billings’s typical specimen than 

like some of the varieties included under the latter name. Still it may 
be distinguished by its straighter posterior lateral slopes, more produced 
beak, more regular, simple, and more angular plications. It also seems 
tobe a much thicker shell than any species of the group Leiorhynchus 
known to me. 


Locality and position: Corniferous limestone, Columbus, Obio. I am under obliga- 
fions to Rev. Mr. Herzer, of Louisville, Ky., for the use of the best specimens of 
this species I have seen. 


LAMELLIBRANCHIATA. 
Genus AVICULOPECTEN, McCoy, 1851. 
' (Ann. Mag. Nat. Hist., Vol. VIL, p. 171.) 
AVICULOPECTEN PARILIS, Conrad? 


Plate 18, figs. 6 a, b. 


A = 
eben: parilis, Conrad, 1842; Jour. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., Vol. VIIL, p. 239. 


Tre Zopecten Sanduskyensis, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 161. 
os tl attaining a moderately large size, strongly compressed, oblique, 
line early equivalve; exclusive of the ears, obliquely sub-oval in out- 
‚>  &nterior and anterio-basal margins forming an oblique sub-semi- 
a Er curve from the anterior ear to the posterior basal margin, from 
Mich the more prominent posterior outline rounds up with a shorter 
OVE to the posterior ear; hinge line nearly three-fourths as long as the 
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anterio-posterior diameter of the valves below. Beaks compressed (par- 
ticularly that of the right valve) and not projecting above the hinge 
margin; placed distinctly in advance of the middle of the valves, and 
somewhat in front of the middle of the hinge margin. Ears much com- 
pressed, and rather acutely angular at their extremities ; anterior one 
more pointed than the other, extending forward as far as the margin 
below, from which it is separated by a deep angular sinus, that is rather 
more acute in the right valve, in which this ear is a little concave on its 
outer surface, and defined by a linear sulcus extending obliquely from 
the marginal sinus to the beak. Posterior ear flattened, and somewhat 
longer than the other, but distinctly shorter than the prominently 
rounded margin below; defined by a sub-angular marginal sinus, and 
separated from the body of the shell, in the right valve, by its flatness 
and the slight swell of the rather long, straight posterior umbonal slope ; 
while, in the left valve, there is some appearance of a slight sulcus 
between it and the body. 

Surface ornamented by numerous unequal, slender, radiating coste, 
which, on the left valve, are more sharply defined, more thread-like, and 
sometimes separated, near the free margins, in large specimens, by spaces 
two or three times their own breadth, though usually a smaller rib occu- 
pies these spaces; while, on the right valve, the costs are all more 
depressed, less strongly defined, proportionally wider, and separated by 
narrower and more shallow furrows. Fine lines, and occasional stronger 
marks of growth, traverse both valves concentrically, the latter often in- 
terrupting and displacing the radiating coste. 

Anterio-posterior diameter of a specimen under medium size, 1.27 
inches ; height, measuring at right angles to the hinge, 1.20 inches; 
convexity, about 0.16 inch. 


In proposing the name Aviculopecten Sanduskyensis for the shell here 
described, I remarked that, “as near as can be determined from Mr. Con- 
rad’s figure, and rather brief description of a single valve of his Avicula 
parilis (Jour. Acad. Nat. Sci., Vol. VIIL., pl. 12, fig. 9), the species under 
consideration would seem to be somewhat nearly allied. It has nearly 
the same general outline and obliquity, and somewhat similar ears, 
though its anterior ear is proportionally shorter, and defined by an im- 
pressed line extending from the sinus up to the beak. Our shell also 
differs,” I continued, “in being very nearly or quite equivalve, instead 
of having the right valve flat, and the left plano-convex.” 

Farther comparisons, since the publication of these remarks, have led 
me to believe this shell most probably only a variety of the form de- 
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scribed by Mr. Conrad; and I therefore now place it provisionally as a 
synonym under his name. I am the more strengthened in this con. 
clusion by the fact that Hall and Whitfield, after the comparison of ex- 
tensive collections from this horizon in the West, have expressed the 
opinion that Aviculopecten parilis of Conrad, will probably include A. 
pectiniformis and A. princeps of the same author. If the species A. parilis 
varies to such an extent as to include the other two forms mentioned, it 
may also include that here under consideration, though I have not the 
necessary collections at hand to settle the question beyond doubt. 

As I know nothing of the hinge or internal characters of this shell, I 
am not positively sure that it has the distinguishing characteristics of 
Aviculopecten, though it probably has. 


Locality and position: Sandusky, Ohio. Corniferous group of the Devonian series. 


Genus LUCINA, Bruguiere, 1792. 
(Encyclop. Meth. I., pl. 284.) 


Lucina (PARACYCLAS) OHIOENSIS, Meek. 
Plate 18, figs. 7 a, 6. 


Iucina (Paracyclas) Ohioensis, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 6. 
Compare Posidonia lirata, Conrad, 1838; see fig. 12, pl. II., 18th Regents’ Report on 
State Cab. of N. Y. 


Shell apparently not attaining a medium size, compressed, more or less 
nearly circular; beaks small, central, depressed nearly to the dorsal line, 
and contiguous; anterior margin rather abruptly compressed above, just 
in front of the beaks; hinge margin short and rounding into the pos- 

terior dorsal outline ; surface ornamented with small, more or less regu- 
lar, concentric undulations, most strongly defined on the umbones, and 
very fine lines of growth; posterior dorsal slopes of each valve marked 
by a Strongly oblique sulcus, extending from the back part of the beaks 
othe upper part of the posterior margin, to which it imparts a slightly 
“NUOus outline at its termination. 
©ngth, 0.46 inch ; height, 0.42 inch; convexity, 0.18 inch. 


oe proposing to name this as a new species, I mentioned the fact of its 
th © relations to Lucina lirata (=Posidonia lirata, Conrad); but stated. 

At “its peculiar posterior dorsal sulcus, which gives it so much the ap- 
P@arance of the recent L. Jamaicensis, is neither represented in Mr. Con-- 
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rad’s figure, nor mentioned in his description of L. lirata.” At that 
time, I had no authentic specimens of Mr. Conrad’s species at hand for 
comparison; but subsequently, through the politeness of Prof. Hartt, of 
Cornell University, I have had an opportunity to compare our specimens 
with good examples of L. lirata from the Hamilton group of New York» 
belonging to the Cornell museum. These specimens agree precisely 
with Mr. Conrad’s figure and description, and show no traces whatever of 
the sulcus mentioned above.* In regard to the importance of this differ- 
ence, opinions may differ, especially as the Ohio specimens seem to agree 
well in all other respects with those from New York. As I have yet 
seen but few of the Ohio specimens, however, I cannot assert, positively, 
that they may not vary in this character, though I have observed no 
evidence that they do; and, consequently, have not felt warranted in re- 
ferring them to Mr. Conrad’s species. Prof. Hall and Mr. Whitfield, 
however, regard them as not being specifically distinct from the New 
York form. 





In order that the student may have the means of com- 
paring the Ohio shell with Mr. Conrad’s figure and descrip- 
tion of L. lirata, I give the annexed wood-cut fac-simile of 
his figure, and the following copy of his diagnosis : 


weet = Shell sub-orbicular, convexo-depressed ; disc with about 


A facsimileof Mr. 18 concentric, angulated caring, and with concentric striez. 


dome tree Length nearly one inch.” 

The identity of these Devonian shells with the existing genus Lucina 
may admit of some doubt, as their hinge and internal characters are not 
very well known. The form here under consideration, however, has even 
more exactly the external appearance of that genus than several for- 
eign Devonian species that have generally been referred to it. Perhaps 
these ancient species may all be included under one distinct genus, for 
which the name Paracylas, proposed by Prof. Hall, may be retained. 


Locality and position: Dublin, Franklin county, Ohio. Corniferous division of the 
Devonian series. 


* It may be proper to remark here, that this difference cannot be due to different 
conditions of preservation, since both the Ohio specimens and those from New York, 
now before me, are alike well-defined casts of the exterior surface of the shell. 
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Gzxus CONOCARDIUM, Bronn, 1885? 
(Leth. Geog., p. 91.) 


CONOCARDIUM TRIGONALE, Hall. 
B 


A—Side view of a medium-sized, mature specimen, being mainly an internal cast, with the umbonal ala- 
tions and the anterior beak-like appendage broken away. at appears like the anterior umbonal rib 
in the cut, is the evenly broken off edge of the alation, and should 
ning more obliquely and curved in the opposite direction. 

B—Anterior view of another specimen in nearly the same condition; b representing the broken end of 
the beak-like appendage ; ¢, the opening of the slender sub-cylindrical canal, pursing forward from the 
interior, between the meeting ventral edges o tho alations ; and a, on each side, the counection or the 
alations with the umbonal ridges. 

C-A view of the under side of another specimen, retaining a portion of the alation (marked a), which ex- 
tended at least as far forward as indicated by the dotted lines h, points to the posterior hiatus. 





ave had the minute cross lines run- 


Pleurorhynchus trigonalis, Hall, 1843; Report 4th Geol. Dist. New York, p. 172, with 
wood-cuts, figs. 6a, b, on p. 171; and Regents’ 12th Report (1859), p. 88; (not P. 
trigonalis, Phillips, 1886—Conocard. trigonale, d’Orb., 1850.)* 

Conocardium trigonale, Dana, 1864; Man. Geol., p. 274, fig. 457; Hall and Whitfield 
(excl. synon.), advance sheets extr. from Regents’ Report, dated June, 1872. 

Conocardium sub-trigonale, d’Orbigny, 1859; Prodr., Vol. I., p. 80. 


Shell attaining a medium size, cordıte-sub-trigonal, being sub-trigonal 
as seen from either side, and distinctly cordate in an anterior view, 
becoming quite convex in adult examples; anterior side abruptly trun- 
cated, with a forward slope from the beaks to the more or less angular 
anterior basal extremity, and flattened, or sometimes even a little con- 
cave, near the outer margins, so as to meet the lateral surfaces at about 
right angles, or less, along the prominent, angular, umbonal slopes, 
which extend to the anterior basal extremity, and are produced forward 
in the form of a peculiar thin alation, that is most extended below ; dorsal 
margin behind the beaks nearly straight and horizontal, or a little declin- 
ing and slightly concave in outline, with the edges of the valves incurved, 
while in front of the beaks it is more or less produced forward, in the 





® Pleurohynchus trigonalis of Phillips, has been most generally considered identical 
with C. Hibernicum, Sowerby, though some high authorities have viewed the two 
names as representing two distinct species. If they are distinct, of course the spe- 
cific name trigonale could not be used for the American form, which would, in that 
case, have to take d’Orbigny’s name, C. sub-trigonale. 
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form of a narrow (beak-like ?) extension; basal margins of the valves 
strongly incurved, and distinctly crenate within, nearly straight in out- 
line, anteriorly and obliquely ascending, with a more or less convex 
outline posteriorly to near the hinge, below which they are widely 
gaping, so as to form an ovate or sub-cordate hiatus, and present a 
slightly sinuous outline; posterior extremity (when not broken or worn 
away) distinctly angular at the termination of the hinge line above; 
beaks moderately prominent, gibbous, and distinctly incurved nearly at 
right angles to the hinge, or with a very slight backward inclination. 
Surface ornamented by simple; regular, radiating coste, separated by 
furrows of about the same size or less ; coste smaller and more crowded 
on the anterior flattened face of the valves than on the flanks behind 
the umbonal angle, and not défined on the anterior umbonal alation ; 
crossing all of these markings, there are numerous fine, regular, crowd- 
ed, concentric lines, generally much more distinct in the furrows than 
on the ribs between them, and more or less marked on the anterior ala- 
tions; a few stronger wrinkles of growth are also usually seen at more 
distant intervals, especially near the lower margins of tne valves, where 
they are more crowded together, and present a zig-zag appearance in 
crossing the cost and furrows. 

Length of a mature, rather short, gibbous specimen, from the anterior 
basal angle to the posterior extremity of the hinge, 1.32 inches; from 
beaks to same, 0.65 inch; height to top of umbones, 0.72 inch ; convex- 
ity of the two valves, anteriorly, 0.94 inch. 


This species varies more or less in general form, some examples being 
proportionally longer from the prominent umbonal slopes posteriorly 
than others which are proportionally more gibbous. In different states 
of preservation, the costs and furrows between them present different 
appearances, being sometimes of nearly equal breadth; while in other 
examples, or even other parts of the same specimen, the furrows are 
merely linear. On well-preserved examples, the costs are simple, but 
in exfoliated or worn specimens, they sometimes present a duplicated or 
even triplicated appearance. In some worn specimens, numerous punc- 
tures may be seen, much like those in some brachiopods, but coarser and 
more scattering, while others show nothing of the kind. As taken 
from a limestone matrix, the alations of the anterior umbonal slopes are 
generally broken away; and the posterior extremity is often broken or 
worn so as to appear more obtuse than natural, as was the case with the 
individual figured in Prof. Dana’s Geology, as well as (apparently) that 
figured in Prof. Hall’s report. The alations of the anterior umbonal an- 
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gles are most.produced below, where they are sometimes an inch or more 
in length, in large examples; but they diminish in length (breadth, as 
some would understand) upward to nothing at the beaks, and conse- 
quently evidently increased with the growth of the shell; that is, they 
probably never increased in extent on the beaks, or at, any point above 
the free margins, after the shell had attained any size, the additions 
being always made at the anterior basal angle as the valves increased in 
size. Broken specimens show that there was a slender, cylindrical or 
terete cavity extended forward in this alation along the line where its 
straight edges in the two valves meet below. Whether or not it terminated 
in an external opening, I have not been able to see, though it probably 
did not, as it tapers forward as the alation diminishes in thickness. It 
seems to have been occupied by a slender lobe or appendage of the man- 
tle, that secreted the shelly matter forming the alation. 

Notwithstanding its variations, this species may usually be readily 
recognized by its trigonal form, prominent and angular umbonal slopes, 
abruptly truncated anterior side, and (as seen in a side view) more 
or less angular anterior basal extremity. 

Among the specimens usually referred to this species that I have seen 
from different localities in the West, there are two varieties, or possibly 
even distinct species. They appear to agree in all other characters, ex- 
cepting that one is nearly always smaller, usually less gibbous, and has 
finer and more numerous coste than the other. It shows about thirty 
costz on each valve, behind the umbonal angle, instead of only twenty 
to twenty-five, as in the other variety. In Ohio, these two varieties 
occur at different horizons in the Corniferous group. 


Locality and position: The typical specimens of this species were from the Cornif- 
erous limestone, in Erie county, New York. It also occurs in Canada, at the same 
horizon. I have likewise had for study a fine series of specimens from Dr. James 
Knapp’s collection, found at probably about the same horizon at Louisville, Ky. Our 
Ohio specimens are from the Corniferous beds at Sandusky and Columbus. It also 
occurs in rocks of the same age in Indiana, and some other Western States. 


CoNOCARDIUM OHIOENSE, Meek. 
Plate 18, fig. 9, and cut a, on page 204. 
Conoeardium Ohioense, Meek, 1871; Proceed Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 9. 
Conocardium trigonale (part), Hall and Whitfield; Cat. Louisville Fossils, p. 12; dated 
June, 1872 (not of Hall, 1843). 
Shell rather small, longitudinally ovate-sub-trigonal, being widest and 
most convex anteriorly, where the valves are rather distinctly ventri- 
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cose ; posterior side produced and abruptly contracted behind the gibbous 
anterior region, partly from lateral compression, and partly from the up- 
ward and backward slope of the posterior basal margin, which is slightly 
sinuous in outline near the extremity, and distinctly gaping, the widest 
part of the hiatus being above the middle ; hinge line straight, or sometimes 
slightly declining at the posterior extremity; cardinal margins of the 
valves incurved ; anterior side short, though not properly truncated or 
flattened, abruptly contracted and a little impressed in front of the um- 
bonal convexity, apparently provided with a slender beak-like append- 
age above (this part broken in the specimens); beaks projecting a little 
above the cardinal margin, placed in advance of the middle, and incurved 
with scarcely any obliquity ; umbonal slopes gibbous, broadly rounded 
and slightly inclined backward. Surface ornamented by simple, some- 
what flattened, radiated cost, about five or six of which, on the gibbous 
part of each valve, are larger than a few of those immediately behind 
them, and separated by flattened furrows nearly or quite as wide as the 
coste themselves; while on the posterior contracted portion, farther 
back, the coste are proportionally wider, but more depressed, and sepa- 
rated by merely sharply impressed hair lines, excepting near the pos- 
terior cardinal margin, where these impressed linear furrows are repre- 
sented by little razsed lines ; cost on the anterior surface more obscure, 
and decidedly smaller than those on the umbones; fine regular lines and 
a few stronger marks of growth are also seen crossing the coste parallel 
to the free margins. 

Length of a specimen with the anterior attenuated appendage at the 
end of the hinge broken away, 0.64 inch; height, 0.43 inch; convexity, 
0.37 inch. 


8 US 


CONOCARDIUM QHIOENBE. CONOCARDIUM TRIGONALE. 

A—<An outline side view of a specimen A—An outline side view of a young speci- 
with the beak-like appendage broken meu, being mainly an internal caat with 
away—natural size. the alation and beak-like appendage 

B—A dorsal view of same species, in out- broken away—the oblique line represent- 
line, to show the rounded ventricose ing tbe angular umbonal slope. Com- 
character of the umbonal region, and the pare with 
constriction behind the same. B—Doraal view of same. Compare with. 


This form is thought by Prof. Hall and Mr. Whitfield (see Catalogue 
of Fossils found at Louisville) not to be distinct from C. trigonale. To 
me, however, it seems to be readily distinguishable. It is not only 
always smaller, but differs materially in form, from the young of C. trig- 
onale of its own size, and still more decidedly from the adult of the 
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same. These differences will be more readily understood by reference to 
the annexed outline cuts than from our figure on plate 18, which was 
drawn from a specimen that is a little defective at the anterior basal 
margin, though its marks of growth clearly show it to have the same 
form. From these cuts it will be seen that the shell under considera- 
tion, instead of having its anterior margin, below the extension at the 
anterior end of’ the hinge, sloping obliquely forward, or descending more 
or less nearly vertically to an anterior basal angle, has it sloping 
obliquely backward and rounding regularly into the base, without form- 
ing with the latter the slightest traces of an angular outline. I am 
aware that this anterior basal angle in C. trigonale is less produced and 
more blunted in young than old specimens, especially when the alation 
is broken away; but I have never seen a specimen that I could refer to 
the young of that species, with the outline of the anterior basal margin 
approaching that seen in the annexed cut, A. Nor do the marks of 
growth on well-developed specimens of that species indicate that they 
ever presented such an outline at any age.* An equally important 
difference is also observable in the umbonal slopes, which, instead of 
being distinctly angular from the beaks to the anterior basal margin, as 
they are even in internal casts of C. trigonale, are broadly and regularly 
rounded throughout their entire length. I cannot see how this difference 
can be due to differences of age and size, because it must be evident 
that, after the beaks were formed, and the shell had grown to any given 
size, additional angularity could not have been imparted to the umbonal 
slopes near the beaks by any farther growth of the shell ; nor even any 
greater extension there to the alation, the additions to which were 
always made at the anterior basal angles of the valves, at which points 
the increase to the alation doubtless continued as long as the shell con- 
tinued to grow. This angularity of the umbonal slopes is not only 
strongly defined in young specimens of C. trigonale, such as that repre- 
sented by our outline cut, figs. A and B, but it can be traced, clearly and 
strongly defined, even to the points of the beaks, on all of the adult shells 
or internal casts of that species I have seen. 

In addition to this, there is a decided constriction just behind the 
swell of the umbonal region in C. Ohioense, best seen in a dorsal view 
(see cut B), of which I have seen no traces in well-developed specimens 
of C. trigonale, where it would at least occur near the beaks, if it had 
existed in the young shell. Another difference may also be seen in the 
size of the cost, or the breadth of the furrows between them, on the 


* When these marks are well defined, it is always easy to determine from their 
curves on the umbonal region of the adult the exact outline of the young shell. 
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gibbous part of the umbonal region, where they are proportionally larger 
in C. Ohioense than on the corresponding parts of the umbones in the 
young, or mature, well-defined examples of C. trigonale, both of which 
likewise have the anterior faces of the valves decidedly more flattened 
than in our shell. From the roundness of its umbonal slopes, and its 
broadly rounded anterior basal margin, it also seems very improbable 
that C. Ohioense ever had any umbonal alation, though it possibly may 
have had. 

Among collections from several western localities, there occur speci- 
mens of a small shell usually considered the young, or a variety, of C. 
trigonale, that agree with C. Ohtoense in the ventricose character of the 
anterior region, and the distinct constriction behind the same, but differ 
in having the umbonal slopes slightly angular, and the anterior ventral 
margin a little angular and somewhat prominent in outline, instead of 
sloping and rounding regularly backward into the base. The fact, how- 
ever, that we do find other specimens of equally small size associated 
with adult, well-developed C. trigonale, and agreeing well with that shell 
in the distinctly carinated character of the umbonal slopes, the produced 
and angular outline of the anterior basal margin, and the absence of any 
constriction behind the flattened backward converging (not ventricose) 
umbonal region, seems to render it very improbable that the other small 
specimens more nearly approaching the form of C. Ohioense are really 
also young individuals of C. trigonale. Whether or not these latter may 
shade by intermediate forms into C. Ohwense, I am not able to decide, 
without more specimens for comparison, but it is not improbable that 
such may be the case. I cannot conceive, however, how the young of C. 
trigonale could ever have had such a ventricose umbonal region, with 
the decided constriction seen behind it, without some indications of these 
peculiarities being observable near the beaks of the numerous adult 
specimens of that species found. 


Locality and position: Corniferous limestone of the Devonian, near Columbus, Ohio. 


Gexus SOLEMYA, Lamarck, 1818. 
(Hist. Vol. V., p. 488.) 
SOLEMYA (JANEIA) VETUSTA, Meek. 


Plate 18, fig. 4. 
Solemya (Janeia) vetusia, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 10. 
Shell of medium size, transversely sub-oblong, or narrow sub-elliptic, 
the length being a little less than twice and a half the height ; valves 
rather convex; anterior or longer side regularly rounded; posterior ex- 
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tremity more narrowly rounded; basal margin nearly or quite straight 
along the central region, but rounding up at the extremities, the curve 
being more gradual behind; beaks depressed to a level with the dorsal 
margin, and placed somewhat behind the middle; dorsal margin a little 
convex and nearly horizontal in front of the beaks, but rounding regu- 
larly into the anterior outline, and behind the beaks, slightly depressed 
below the horizon of the latter, though without sloping much posteriorly. 
Surface apparently smooth ; interior showing distinct, radiating strie 
below the middle of the valves, excepting near the extremities. Poste- 
rior muscular impression rather narrow, sub-oval, oblique, placed near 
the margin, and well defined by a slight oblique ridge along its anterio- 
inferior margin ; anterior do., larger and faintly marked. 
Length, 1.22 inches; height, 0.50 inch; convexity, 0.32 inch. 


This is another type very unexpectedly found among the Corniferous 
specimens. So far as I am aware, no example of this group has ever 
before been obtained from any horizon below the Mountain limestone. 
Whether we regard the Carboniferous and Permian forms usually refer- 
red to Solemya as really belonging to that genus, or as constituting a 
distinct group (for which Prof. King proposed the name Janeia), there 
can be no question whatever that the shell here described belongs to the ~ 
genus that includes these Carboniferous and Permian species. Specifi- 
cally, it is perhaps more nearly related to S. biarmica of the European 
Permian rocks than it is to S. Puzosiana, de Kon., or to P. primeva, 
Phillips, from the Carboniferous. Indeed, it might even be referred to 
S. biarmica with more propriety than a Kansas Coal-measure species 
that has been so referred by Prof. Geinitz. Compared with the figures of 
the original Russian example of S. biarmica, figured in the Palzont. of 
Russia and the Ural Mountains, pl. XIX., fig. 4a and 4b, our shell is 
seen to be proportionally somewhat more depressed and longer, with the 
beaks a little less prominent, and farther removed from the shorter or 
posterior extremity. Its posterior dorsal slope, even in the internal cast, 
is also less oblique. In this latter character it is even less like the Eng- 
lish and German Permian forms referred to S. biarmica. 

I have elsewhere (Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., April, 1870, p. 44) expressed 
the opinion that these Palsozoic shells usually referred to Solemya, may 
yet have to be separated from that genus, and ranged under Prof. King’s 
name Janeia, notwithstanding the fact that he subsequently abandoned 
his genus, under the impression that it 1s not distinct from Solemya. I 
still think it probable that this may have to be done. 


Locality and position: Dublin, Franklin county, Ohio. Corniferous group of the 
Devonian. 
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Genus CLINOPISTHA, Meek and Worthen, 1870. 
(Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 43.) 
CLINOPISTHA ANTIQUA, Meek. 


Plate 18, figs. 5 a, b. 
Clinopistha antigua, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 11. 


Shell very thin, transversely sub-oval, gibbous, with flanks alohg the 
middle, near the lower margin, somewhat flattened or slightly concave. 
more than half as high as long; anterior or longer side regularly rounded 
in outline; posterior sloping above from the beaks to the narrowly 
rounded extremity, which is most prominent below the middle; basal 
margin straightened or broadly sinuous along the central region, and 
rather abruptly rounded up at the extremities; beaks depressed nearly 
or quite to the dorsal outline, and placed about half way between the 
middle and the posterior extremity ; dorsal outline nearly horizontal and 
parallel to the base, in front of the beaks, but rounding regularly into 
the anterior margin. Surface merely showing moderately distinct lines 
of growth, with some obscure traces of radiating strie, where a little 
worn near the base; these last mentioned markings being more distinct 
on the internal cast. 

Length, 0.22 inch; height, 0.51 inch; convexity, 0.39 inch. 


I have been much surprised to find among the collections from the 
Corniferous limestone a shell agreeing so exactly as this, in all its known 
characters, not evidently merely specific, with the type of the genus 
Clinopistha, which group I had previously supposed to be confined to the 
Coal-measures. It has the same short, gibbous form, thinness of sub- 
stance, posterior position of the beaks and ligament, surface markings, 
and even the same obscure, internal, radiating strie. Indeed, if it were 
not for its rather more narrowly rounded, and more protuberant, instead 
of slightly truncated, posterior or shorter and somewhat less gibbous 
beaks, and faintly sinuous base and flanks, it would scarcely be possible 
to distinguish it from the Coal-measure form, by any external character, 
excepting the white chalky texture of the shell, which is merely due to 
its state of preservation. The valves are a little displaced in the only 
good specimen I have seen, but the beaks certainly give some evidence 
of being slightly unequal—that is, of the left one lapping slightly upon 
the other, as in the typical species from the Coal-measures. 


Locality and position: Same as last. 
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Gexus SANGUINOLITES, McCoy, 1844. 
(Synop. Carb. Foss., Ireland, p. 47.) 
SANGUINOLITES? SANDUSKYENSIS, Meek. 
Plate 18, fig. 3. 
Sanguinolites? Sanduskyensis, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. J2. 


Shell approaching a longitudinal-oblong or trapezoidal outline, moder- 
ately convex, a little more than twice as long as high, and slightly 
narrower anteriorly than behind; cardinal margin straight, equaling 
about three-fifths the entire length ; basal margin nearly straight, or a 
little sinuous toward the front, and sub-parallel to the hinge, or slightly 
ascending anteriorly along its entire length, and rounding up a little 
more gradually into the front than behind; posterior extremity com- 
pressed, obliquely truncated above, and rather narrowly rounded to the 
base below; anterior side very short, sloping rather abruptly from the 
beaks above, and narrowly rounded at the middle; beaks depressed 
nearly or quite to the hinge line, compressed, and placed near the mid- 
dle of the anterior third; posterior umbonal slopes not angular, or even 
prominently rounded. Surface only showing few irregular furrows and 
slight undulations of growth, most distinct below the middle of the 
valves. 

Length, 2.70 inches; height at the posterior end of the hinge, 1.20 
inches; do. under the umbones, 1.04 inches; convexity, about 0.52 inch. 


I know nothing of the hinge of this shell, and merely refer it to the 
genus Sanguinolites provisionally. Indeed, until paleontologists can agree 
in regard to which one of the types that were originally referred to that . 
genus is to be regarded as the typical form of the same, and something 
can be known in regard to the hinge and internal characters of those 
shells, it seems to me almost impossible to know what Sanguinolites is. 
I do not agree with those, however, who would make Allorisma of King a 
synonym of Prof. McCoy’s genus, though some of the species included by 
him may belong to Allorisma. 


Locality and position: Same as foregoing. 


14 
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GASTEROPODA. 
Genus PLATYCERAS, Conrad, 1842. 


(Jour. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., Vol. VIII., p. 275.) 
PLATYCERAS MULTISPINOSUM, Meek. 


Plate 20, figs. 7 a, b. 


Platyceras multispinosum, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 17. 


Shell attaining a large size, comparatively thin, depressed sub-ovate, 
and very oblique; apex free, stout, obliquely coiled, so as to make about 
one turn, beyond which the body part expands very rapidly to the aper- 
ture, making less than half of another volution; aperture proportionally 
very large and nearly circular; lip not sinuous or undulated, but some- 
times slightly and broadly retreating behind; surface without plications 
or cost, but thickly covered by numerous slender tubular spines, which 
leave small, depressed, smooth, undefined tubercles on the internal cast. 

Length, measuring direct from the most prominent part of the spire 
to the anterior margin of the aperture, 3.33 inches; height to the most 
elevated part of the dorsal surface, when the shell is placed with its 
aperture downward, 1.44 inches; length and breadth of aperture, each 
about 2.90 inches. 


This fine species differs from P. dumosum, Conrad, not only in its much 
larger size, more oblique, depressed, and more rapidly expanding form, 
but in having much more numerous spines. The largest specimens of 
that species are said to have more than one hundred spines, while that 
under consideration must have had more than two hundred. It likewise 
differs in not having its lip waved or undulated, as in Mr. Conrad’s 
species. 

It is probably more nearly related to P. echinatum, Hall, from the 
Hamilton group. No figures of that species have yet been published, but 
judging from the description, our shell is not only very much larger (that 
species being described as from one to one and a quarter inches in 
length, with an aperture one inch in diameter), but wants the sinuous 
peristome mentioned in the description of P. echinatum. The term 
“strong nodes” would also not apply to the numerous small, obscure 
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elevations marking the positions of the spines on internal casts of our 
species. 

None of our specimens show the entire length of the spines, but judg- 
ing from the fact that their broken ends, at a distance of 0.42 inch from 
their bases, only measure 0.08 inch in diameter, they would seem to have 
been probably shorter and more slender, as well as much more numerous, 
than those of P. dumosum. Although these spines are as completely 
tubular as those of the genus Productus, their internal cavity does not 
seem to have communicated with the interior of the shell, with probably 
the exception of those near the lip; for if that had been the case, the 
smoothly rounded, obscure tubercles seen on the internal cast would have 
shown the broken bases of the casts of the internal cavities of the spines. 

Prof. Hall and Mr. Whitfield, in their list of the fossils found at Louis- 
ville, Kentucky, issued after the publication of the foregoing description 
and remarks, have placed this species as a synonym of Platyceras dumosum, 
Conrad. In view of the well-known variability of the species of this 
genus, I am willing to admit that it may possibly be an extreme variety 
of Mr. Conrad’s species; though I have not yet seen the intermediate 
forms that would connect it with the typical examples of that shell, or 
with any others that could, with certainty, be identified with the same. 
I can only say that it differs, in a very marked degree, in size, form, and 
nearly all of the other characters usually regarded as specific in the genus, 
from the figure given by Prof. Hall in the Regents’ 12th Annual Report, 
p. 19, as an illustration of P. dumosum.* It is also certainly greatly 
larger than the maximum size of that species, as given by Prof. Hall in 
the 15th Report of the Regents, page 37, where P. dumosum is said to 
attain, “in its full size, a length of two and a half inches;” while speci- 
mens of the form under consideration, now before me, measure full four 
inches in length. Whatever may be thought of these differences, I think 
paleontologists will generally admit that the shell under consideration 
is, at least, as distinct from P. dumosum as several forms figured by Prof. 
Hall in the third volume of the Paleontology of New York, under differ- 
ent specific names, are distinct from each other. 


Locality and position: Columbus, Ohio. Corniferous group of Devonian series. 


* Mr. Conrad gave no figure of his type, and his description, although sufficient 
to distinguish it from any of the other species then known to him, is so brief that it 
would apply almost equally well to any one of the several other spiniferous species 
now known. 














212 PALZONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 


PLATYCERAS DUMOSUM, var. ATTENUATUM. 
Plate 20, figs. 2 a, b. 


? Platyceras dumosum, Conrad, 1840; Ann. Rep. Paleont. N. Y., p. 205; Hall (1859), 
13th Regents’ Report, p. 19. ’ 
Platyceras attenuatum, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 75. 


Shell attaining a moderate size, very slender and elongated. Body 
part more or less arched above, a little compressed behind, sub-angular 
on the right side, rounded over the dorsal or anterior slope, and gradu- 
ally tapering backward to the small free apex, which is composed of one 
to one and a half contiguous volutions, and twisted to the right of the 
longitudinal axis of the body.* Aperture irregularly oval, or sub-tri- 
angular, and comparatively small or little expanded;; lip most produced 
on the right anterior side, and sometimes a little retreating behind, 
with, at one or two other points, smaller undulations of its margin 
around the front. Surface of cast without longitudinal plications, folds 
or undulations, but showing, on internal casts, over the dorsal and an- 
terior slope, numerous small tubercles, that evidently mark the positions 
of spines on the exterior. Surface markings of the shell itself unknown. 

Length of the larger specimen, measuring direct from most prominent 
part at the curve of the spine to that of the anterior margin of the 
aperture, 2.10 inches; do., measuring from the apex over the dorsal 
curve to the same, about 3.70 inches; greatest breadth of aperture, 1.35 
inches. 


This shell seems to differ from all of the described spiniferous species 
with which I am acquainted, in being more slender, more elongated, and 
in having the small apex twisted nearly at right angles to the axis of 
the body part. These characters appear to distinguish it readily from 
the typical form of P. dumosum, Conr.; while, from the variety of that 
species that has has been described under the name rarispinum, it 
differs in never having its body even “ moderately ventricose,” nor in 
any case in contact with the apical coils, as well as in having more 
numerous spines, if we can judge from the number of tubercles, of which 
about fifty may be counted on the specimen from which the foregoing 
description was made out. I place it, with considerable doubt, as a 
variety of P. dumosum. 


* I describe such forms, for convenience, as if placed with the aperture downward 
and apex directed backward toward the observer. 
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In general form, it resembles the more slender individuals of the non- 
spiniferous species P. reflexum, from the Oriskany Sandstone, but its body. 
part is much straighter, while it is never so large and ventricose as in 
some varieties of that species. 


Locality and position: Columbus, Ohio. Corniferous group. 


Genus CYCLONEMA, Ilall, 1852. 
(Palseont. N. Y., Vol. II., p. 89.) 
CYCLONEMA CRENULATA, Meek. 
Plate 19, figs. 2 a, b, c, d. 
Cyclonema crenulata, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 79. 


Shell turbinate-subtrochiform, thin ; spire depressed conical ; volutions 
four, increasing rather rapidly in size, those of the spire convex, but not 
rounded; last one large, convex on the upper slope to the periphery, 
which is rather narrowly rounded; suture well defined between the 
upper volutions, and somewhat canaliculate farther down; aperture 
ovate. Surface ornamented by sharply elevated, revolving lines or 
small ridges, which are beautifully and minutely crenated by the cross- 
ing of the fine, very oblique lines of growth. Of these revolving lines, 
from sixteen to eighteen may be counted on the body volution, and six 
on the next above, while those farther up appear to be quite smooth. 

Length, 0.34 inch; breadth, 0.32 inch. 


This species seems to be somewhat related to C. multilira, Hall (Fifteenth 
Report of Regents, p. 48, pl. 5, fig. 17), but has a decidedly more depressed 
form, with the volutions of its spire merely convex, instead of rounded, 
and its body volution narrowly, instead of regularly, rounded. It also 
has more revolving lines, which likewise show a delicate crenate char- 
acter not represented in the figure nor mentioned in the description of 
C. multilira. 

In general appearance, our shell more nearly resembles Mr. Conrad’s 
original figure of his C. bilix (Jour. Acad. Nat. Sci., Vol. VIIL, pl. XVL, 
fig. 10), but it is less oblique, with more convex volutions, and more 
numerous revolving lines. 


Locality and position: Same as last. 
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Genus NATICOPSIS, McCoy, 1844. 


(Synop. Carb. Foss. Ireland, p. 33.) 


Narıcopsıs? (ISONEMA) HUMILIS, Meek. 


Plate 19, figs. 1 a, b, c. 


Isonema humilis, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., page 79. 
f Naticopsis L2&v18, Hall agd Whitfield, 1872; Descrip. New. Sp. Foss., pl. 12, figs. 3, 4 
and 5 (not N. levis, Meek, 1871). 


Shell large and robust, depressed sub-turbinate, about one-fourth to 
near one-third wider than high ; spire much depressed ; volutions four, 
increasing rather rapidly in size, the exposed part of those of the spire 
gently convex;; last one large, and regularly rounded, or sometimes very 
obtusely sub-angular around the middle of the outer side; suture well 
defined, without being properly channeled; aperture nearly circular a 
little within, but more or less angular above, at the immediate edge of 
the lip. where it is more oval in outline; outer lip thin, and in mature 
specimens slightly dilated; inner lip thickened, very distinctly flat- 
tened, and slightly spread over the imperforate umbilical region, as well 
as a little thickened near the top of the aperture. Surface ornamented 
with oblique, slightly arched lines of growth, which, on the first and 
second turns of the spire, are rather coarse, well defined, and present 
the characteristic regularity of size and arrangement, but soon become, 
on the succeeding turns, much finer and more crowded, as well as occa- 
sionally interrupted by irregular, stronger furrows and wrinkles of 
growth. 

Height of a medium-sized specimen, 1.10 inches; breadth, 1.56 inches ; 
height of aperture, measuring at the margin of the lip, to the top of the 
angle above, 0.95 inch ; breadth about 0.87 inch. 


At one time I suspected that this might possibly be the same species 
as Isonema depressa, M. and W.; that is, that it might be the adult, and 
I. depressa the young of the same species. I hardly think now, however, 
that this is so. It certainly shows only the same number of volutions, 
in individuals attaining nine or ten times the bulk of that form, and 
differs in being less depressed, and having more rounded and more ven- 
tricose volutions, as well as a less strongly and regularly striated surface 
on the upper side of the volutions. There can be no doubt, however, 
that it belongs to the same group. 
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It must have been from a rather hasty reading of my description of 
Naticopsis levis, that Hall and Whitfield referred to that species, in their 
list of fossils found at Louisville, the shell represented by the annexed 


cut, which I believe to be identical with the species 
here described. By reference to my description of N. 
levis, it will be seen that I distinctly described it as 
“sub-ovate in general outline,” and gave the length of 
the largest specimen as 0.60 inch, with a breadth of only 
0.48 inch; or, in other words, with the breadth only 
four-fifths the length; while the shell figured by them 
as N. levis is decidedly wider than high, and so com- 
pletely different in nearly all other respects as to leave 


NaTICOpsis (ISONEMA) 
HUMILIS. 


An outline of a figure, 
apparently of this spe- 
cies, given by Hall and 
Whitfield, showing the 


aperture and lip more 
completely than any of 
our specimens. (See 
Descr. New. Sp. Devo- 
nian Fas, from Iowa, 
pl. 12, fig. 3.) 


room for doubts whether it really belongs to the same 
genus. Their specimen was much more nearly com- 
plete than any of those I have seen of the form under 
consideration, as it shows the lip entire, the whole of the broad flattened 
columella, and the exact outline of the aperture—in short, the whole 
shell ; consequently, I have added an outline of their figure. Whether 
eractly identical, specifically, with the form here under consideration or 
not, it, beyond all question, belongs to the same group. Since seeing 
their figure of a specimen showing so clearly all of the characters of 
Isonema, I am led to think that group more nearly allied to Naticopsis 
than I had supposed. Still, I doubt very much whether such depressed 
species, differing so materially in physiognomy from the typical Carbon- 
iferous forms on which Naticopsis was founded, ought to be included un- 
der the same genus. If so, however, they certainly should be placed asa 
distinct sub-genus, which would require the name of the species depressa 
to be written Naticopsis (Isonema) depressa. 


Locality and position: Same as foregoing. 


NATICOPSIS LEVIS, Meek. 
Plate 19, figs. 4 a, b. 


Naticopsis levis, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 76 (not N. levis, Hall 
and Whitfield, 1872) ; Descrip. New. Sp. Fossils from Devonian rocks of Iowa, pl. 
12, figs. 3, 4 and 5. 


Shell apparently attaining a medium size, sub-ovate in general form, 
at maturity, but proportionally shorter in the young; spire moderately 
prominent; volutions four to four and a half, convex, increasing rather: 


216 PALZONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 


rapidly in size; last one large, or forming near nine-tenths of the entire 
bulk of the shell, rounded on the sides, and a little extended below; 
suture well defined ; aperture ovate, being regularly rounded below, and 
more or less angular above; columella arcuate and distinctly flattened. 
or a little concave below the non-perforate umbilical region, above which 
the inner lip is thickened. Surface only showing obscure lines of 
growth. 

Length of the largest specimen seen, 0.60 inch; breadth, 0.48 inch; 
height of aperture, 0.38 inch ; breadth of do., 0.27 inch. 


So far as I am at present informed, this is the first Devonian species, 
beyond doubt known to belong to this genus, that has yet been described 
in this country, though it is certainly represented in rocks of that age 
in Europe.* Our species is even more closely allied to the typical Car- 
boniferous forms of the genus than it is to the European Devonian spe- 
cies, such as Naticopsis subcostata and N. margaritifera [=Natica subcos- 
tata and N. margaritifera, d’Archiac and de Verneuil]. 

It is an interesting fact that the above-mentioned European Devonian 
species represent both of the sub-genera found in our Coal-measures ; the 
first belonging to the sub-genus Trechydornia, and the other to the typical 
section of the genus. 


Locality and position: Dublin, Franklin county, Ohio. Corniferous group of the 
Devonian. 


NATICOPSIS ZQUISTRIATA, Meek. 


b Shell sub-globose ; spire much depressed ; 
volutions four, increasing rapidly in size, 
those of the spire convex, last one large and 
ventricose ; suture well defined ; aperture 
ovate ; outer lip thin, extended forward and 





@ 


NATICOPSIB JEQUISTRIATA, very oblique above, and broadly retreating 
a View of aperture, lip, etc., magnified . . 
about 3 diameters. or sinuous below the middle; columella 


b An opposite view of same; showing . . 
the strongly curved atria a little too fineto narrow, arcuate, imperforate, and showing 
correspond with the size of the magnitied 


figure. some appearance of being a little furrowed 
below, as if for the reception of the edge of an operculum; inner lip 


apparently not thickened above. Surface ornamented by fine, very regu- 


* It is probable that several of the so-called Naticas of the European Silurian rocks 
also belong to this genus, as may be the case with some of the American Silurian 
species referred to Holopea and other genera, from the study of mere casts. 
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larly and closely arranged strie of growth, which pass very obliquely 
backward and downward on the upper and outer side of the body 
volution, and then curve gracefully forward again below, so as to con- 
form to the broad sinuosity of the outer lip. 

Height, 0.17 inch; breadth, 0.18 inch. 


This little shell will be at once distinguished from the young of the 
last, of corresponding size, with which it agrees very nearly in form, by 
its beautiful, very regular, well-defined, and gracefully curved striae, as 
well as by its narrower columella and thin inner lip. The latter char- 
acters lead me to doubt whether it is not more properly a Platyostoma. 


Locality and position: Same as last. 


Genus ORTHONEMA, Meek and Worthen, 1861. 
(Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 146.) 
ORTHONEMA NEWBERRYI, Meek. 

Plate 20, figs. 3 a, b. 

Orthonema Newberryi, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 81. 


Shell turreted, elongate-conical ; volutions eight or nine in adult ex- 
amples, compressed-convex, with a more outward slope than the general 
slant of the spire, the most convex part being near the lower side of each, 
a little above the suture ; first one or two very small and depressed, and 
the next one or two more rapidly increasing in size than those below, 
thus giving a proportionally shorter and more conical appearance to 
young than adult specimens; suture well defined in consequence of the 
prominence of the lower part of each turn just above. Surface orna- 
mented by three very slender, raised, revolving lines, one of which is 
placed a little below the suture, and the other two below the middle of 
the turns of the spire, and on the middle of the last volution; of these 
revolving lines, the upper two are broken up into minute, regularly 
arranged, projecting points, while the other is usually continuous ; lines 
of growth minute, sharply defined, and very regularly and closely 
arranged, passing vertically and very nearly or quite straight across the 
volutions. Aperture unknown. 

Length, 0.63 inch; breadth, 0.22 inch. 


The general appearance of this very neat little shell, with its three 
slender revolving lines, two passing around the middle of its body volu- 





218 - PALAONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 


tion and below the middle of those of the spire, at once recall to 
mind the genus Murchisonia. A moment’s examination under a magni- 
fier, however, shows that the sharply defined lines of growth pass straight 
across the volutions, without making the slightest flexure indicating a 
sinus in the lip, such as we see in Murchisonia and Pleurotomaria. It is 
a more slender shell than the type of the genus (0. Salteri, M. and W., 
from the Coal-measures), and has a much deeper suture, and a less angu- 
lar body volution, with other differences in the details of its markings. 
Although nothing is known of the nature of its aperture and columella, 
it agrees so exactly in all its other generic characters with the genus 
Orthonema, that I have no hesitation in referring it to that genus. It is 
certainly not a Murchisonia, and differs radically in its ornamentation 
from Isonema, or any of the other palseozoic types to which the more or 
less similar univalves of the older rocks are usually referred. 


Locality and position: Otsego, Wood county, Ohio, from the Corniferous group just 
above the Glass Sand. Mr. Gilbert. 


Genus TROCHONEMA, Salter, 1859. 
(Canada Org. Remains, Dec. 7, p. 24.) 
TROCHONEMA TRICARINATA, Meek. 
Plate 19, figs. 4 a, 0. 
Trochonema tricarinata, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 82. 


Shell turbinate, thin, a little wider than high; spire depressed. Volu- 
tions about five, strongly shouldered, or nearly rectangular above, the 
upper surface being flat, or a little concave, and extended out almost 
horizontally to the rectangular and carinate shoulder; below this the 
outer side is nearly vertically flattened to a second carina, passing around 
near the middl2 of the body whorl, exactly coincident with the suture 
between that and the succeeding turn, so as not to be exposed on the 
spire; below this second carina the under side of the body volution is 
flattened with a strong inward slope to a third well-defined carina, 
passing around the middle of the under side, and forming the margin of 
the umbilicus. Aperture oval-sub-pentagonal, being a little higher than 
wide, and somewhat angular above, at the connection of its outer lip 
with the return of the spire, and at the termination of each of the three 
revolving carina, as well as very obscurely so a little below the middle 
of the inner side; inner lip thin below its connection with the carina 
passing around the umbilicus, at which point it is very slightly thick- 


FOSSILS OF THE CORNIFEROUS GROUP. 219 


ened, while above this it seems to be nearly or quite obsolete. Umbilicus 
rather wide, but shallow, or very rapidly contracting within. Suture 
well defined, without being in the slightest degree furrowed. Surface 
only showing very fine lines of growth, which, on the upper flattened 
space of the volutions, pass obliquely outward and backward, with a very 
slight curve, from the suture to the upper angle or shoulder, below which 
they pass nearly straight down the outer flattened area to the second 
carina, which is as far as they can be traced in the specimen studied. 

Height, 0.81 inch; breadth, 0.90 inch; height of aperture, 0.54 inch ; 
breadth of do., 0.46 inch. 


This rather neat shell seems to agree exactly in all of its generic char- 
acters with the type of Mr. Salter’s genus Trochonema (T. umbilicata, 
Hall, sp.), excepting in not even showing any tendency to have its 
body volution become free at the aperture, nor apparently its peritreme 
continuous. The first of these characters, however, seems not to be 
always constant in the typical species of Trochonema ; but the fact that 
it does generally occur in the same is worthy of note; while the apparent 
absence of a continuous peritreme in the shell here under consideration 
would certainly seem to be one of more than specific importance. If so, 
I would suggest for it, at least as a sub-generic designation, the name 
Trochonemopsis. 

Specifically, this shell will be readily distinguished from 7. umbilicata, 
which it most nearly resembles, not only by its more depressed form, 
closely contiguous body volution, obsolete inner lip above the middle 
of the aperture, and more shallow umbilicus, but also by not having its 
suture channeled and bordered below by a fourth carina around the upper 
margin of each volution, as in that species. 


Locality and position: Marblehead, Ohio. Corniferous group. 


Nore.—In the same matrix with the above-described shell, I have been surprised 
to notice numerous minute bodies that I can scarcely doubt are really the fruits of the 
fresh-water genus Chara. At any rate, they certainly seem to present all the external 
characters of the same. These little bodies are globose, about 0.05 of an inch in diam- 
eter, and each ornamented by nine strongly defined and very regularly disposed 
spiral ridges, which start on one side around a minute pit, and pass with perfect regu- 
larity spirally, so as to converge to an exactly opposite point on the other side, making 
each about one spiral turn in passing from side to side. If really the seeds of this 
fresh-water genus of plants, they must have been carried into the sea by streams, and 
deposited where we now find them, along with numerous marine shells. 
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Genus EUOMPHALUS, Sowerby, 1814. 
(Man. Conch. I., p. 97.) 


EvoMPHALUS DEcEwI, Billings. 


Plate 19, figs. 3 a, b; and plate 20, fig. 1. 


Euomphalus Decewi, Billings, 1861; Canadian Journal (July), p. 358, with wood-cuts; 
and Devonian Fossils of Canada West, p. 94, figs. 131 and 132. 
Euomphalus Conradi, Hall, 1861; 14th Regents’ Report (Aug.), page 107. 


Shell attaining a large size, discoid in form, the upper side being 
moderately concave, or nearly or quite flat, and the lower broadly and 
deeply concave; periphery flattened-convex, and nearly vertical to the 
plane of the shell, or somewhat oblique. Volutions about three, irregu- 
larly sub-quadrangular, increasing regularly and gradually in size from 
the apex, and coiled more or less nearly (but never exactly) in the same 
plane, obtusely angular around the upper outer side, and thence flattened, 
with a more or less inward slope above, to the inner side; lower side of 
volutions prominent and obtusely angular at its connection with the 
periphery, from which point it slopes strongly inward, usually with a 
concave face, into the large umbilicus; aperture, like the section of the 
volutions, irregularly quadrangular, the inner side being much narrower, 
and the oblique lower side wider, than any of the others. Surface orna- 
mented by distinct lines of growth, and sometimes, on the upper and 
outer sides of the volutions, by little regular ridges, both of which curve 
strongly backward to the angle around at the meeting of the upper and 
outer sides, where they make a short backward arch in crossing a slightly 
concave, undefined band, somewhat like that seen on Pleurotomaria, thus 
indicating a wide, deep notch in the lip at the termination of the upper 
angle of the volutions. A similar but less strongly defined backward 
curve of these markings also occurs on the outer surface of the whorls, at 
the lower angle. 

Greatest transverse diameter of a large specimen, about 4.30 inches; 
height of same near the aperture, 1.66 inches. 


I have had no opportunity to compare this Ohio shell with either 
Canadian or New York specimens of Mr. Billings’s species, but it agrees 
so nearly in size and form with the characters of that shell, as defined 
by Mr. Billings and Prof. Hall, that I can scarcely doubt its identity with 
the same. There are, however, a few characters presented by our speci- 
mens that are not mentioned in either of the descriptions alluded to 
above. These are the tendency of the marks of growth to assume the 


FOSSILS OF THE CORNIFEROUS GROUP. 221 


appearance of little ridges and furrows on the upper and outer surfaces 
of the whorls; and the presence of a slightly impressed pleurotomoid 
band around the upper angle of the same. Of course, if these do not 
exist in P. Decewt, our shell would belong to a distinct species at least, 
or possibly even have to be referred to a different group. It is probable, 
however, that the surface markings are variable, and that the band-like 
depression may have been accidentally obscured in the specimens of 
E. Decewi hitherto found. 


Locality and position: The typical specimens of E. Decewi were found in the county 
of Haldinand, Canada West; and those for which Prof. Hall proposed the name E. 
Conradi came from various localities in Central and Western New York. Our fig. 1, 
plate 20, represents a specimen from Kelley’s Island, Lake Erie, and the larger one on 
plate 19 was taken from a bowlder found in Defiance county, Ohio, and belongs to 
James Ralston, Esq., of Defiance, Ohio. Its horizon seems to be always in the Cor- 
niferous limestone of the Devonian. 


Genus XENOPHORA, Fischer, 1806. 


(Museum Demidovianum, p. 213.) 
XENOPHORA ? (PSEUDOPHORUS) ANTIQUA, Meek. 
Plate 17, figs. 1 a, b, c, d, e.* 

Trochita antigua, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 82. 


Shell strongly depressed-sub-trochiform, about three times as wide as 
high; under side flattened, and provided with a broad, shallow, eccentric 
umbilical impression ; volutions two and a half to three, a little convex, 
with a gentle outward slope above, and an acutely angular periphery at 
the connection of the upper slope of the whorls and the base; suture 
rather obscure; aperture transversely rhombic, nearly three times as 
wide as high, with acutely angular outer and inner extremities; upper 
side of lip very oblique, and extended far forward beyond that below, 
which latter seems to be nearly straight. Surface of upper side orna- 
mented by.rather distinct lines, or small ridges of growth, which cross 
the volutions very obliquely, with strong backward curves, as they ap- 
proach the periphery, parallel to the margin of the lip. 

Breadth, 2.12 inches; height, about 0.66 inch. 





*It was by mistake that this species was figured on this plate as if from the Water- 
lime horizon. 
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The specimens of this shell yet found are very imperfect, but its form 
and general appearance are so peculiar that there can scarcely be any 
difficulty in identifying it. 

Although it has a broad concavity occupying the whole under side, 
this concavity does not seem to extend up into the very short spire, as a 
proper umbilicus. It is almost certainly not a true Trochita, because the 
broad under side does not have the character of a mere spiral lamina 
within the margin, but is really the lower side of the body volution. It 
seems to be more nearly related to Xenophora, Fischer (—Phorus, Mont- 
fort), or Onustus, Humphrey; but differs from both in not having the 
habit of attaching foreign bodies around its periphery, as well as in 
wanting the distinct umbilicus of the latter. It will probably be found 
to represent an undescribed group, which might be called Pseudophorus. 


Locality and position: Monclova, Lucas county, Ohio. Corniferous group of the 
Devonian. It was by an oversight that the figures of this species were placed on 
plate 17. 


Genus BELLEROPHON, Montfort, 1808. 
(Syst. Class. Moll., p. 50.) 


BELLEROPHON NEWBERRYI, Meek. 
Plate 20, fig. 5. 
Bellerophon Newberryi, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 77. 


Shell scarcely attaining a medium size, sub-globose in general form, 
and without umbilical openings, their position being occupied by a cal- 
lus of the lip on each side ; body volution moderately expanded at the 
aperture, which is rather large, transversely sub-reniform or sub-cordate, 
being nearly twice as wide transversely as the anterio-posterior diameter ; 
lip apparently with a small sinus or notch in front, and rounded in out- 
line on each side, very thin, excepting in the umbilical regions, between 
which it is thinly spread a little over that part of the return of the spire 
indenting the inner or posterior side of the aperture. Dorsal band 
rather narrow, not elevated above the surface of the rounded dorsum, 
and merely defined by a slight furrow along each side.* Surface orna- 
mented by distinct, very regularly disposed little transverse coste, or 
coarse raised lines, most strongly defined on the dorsal side, where they 





*In one of the smaller specimens the band is a little raised, so as to form a slight 
ridge. 
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curve a little backward near the band, and more abruptly in crossing 
the latter; while they become finer, more crowded, and again curve back- 
ward in approaching the umbilical region, where they become obsolete 
on each side, while they diminish to mere lines of growth, or die out, on 
the expanded part of the lip near the aperture. Extremely faint traces 
of minute revolving lines are also sometimes seen on well-preserved 
specimens. 

Greatest anterio-posterior diameter of a mature specimen, 0.70 inch ; 
transverse diameter of aperture, 0.72 inch. 


In first publishing a description of this species, I remarked that, “in 
its surface markings, it seems to agree with B. patulus, Hall;” but men- 
tioned certain characters in which it differs from Prof. Hall’s figure and 
description of that species: such, for instance, as its much less expanded 
lip, not “overlapping the volutions on the posterior side,” as is said to 
be the case with that species; want of an open umbilicus, etc. 

Since the publication of my description, Prof. Hall and Mr. Whitfield 
have expressed the opinion, in their list of fossils found at Louisville, 
Ky., that the Ohio shell is not distinct from B. patulus, Hall. 





BELLEROPHON PATULUS. BELLEROPHON NRWBERRTI. 
A fac-simile of Prof. Hall's original fig- An outline, showing the much Iras ex- 
ure, showing the great expannion of the wuded character of its lip, ete. Dorsal 
ip. ınd not. teen to extend as far forward as 


the dotted lines indicate. 


At the time I first studied the specimens of B. Newberryi, and pre- 
pared the published description of that shell, I had no New York speci- 
mens of B. patulus for comparison, and consequently had to rely upon 
memory and Prof. Hall’s figure and descriptions for the characters of 
that species. The annexed cut is an exact copy of his figure, and I have 
also added, for comparison, the cut representing, in outline, the same 
view of B. Newberryi, natural size, taken from a different specimen from 
that figured on plate 20. 

Prof Hall’s original description of B. patulus reads as follows: “Shell 
slightly umbilicated, aperture suddenly and broadly dilated, nearly 
smooth or with faint undulating strie, which become strong and slightly 
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arched in receding from the margin. The strie become very strong and 
sharply arched upon the first volution.” 

In a more extended description of this shell, published in the 15th 
Report of the Regents, p. 57, he repeats that it has a small umbil- 
icus, and that its volutions are rounded, “the last one near the aperture 
abruptly and widely dilated, overlapping the volution on the posterior side.” 
He farther states that ‘nearly all the specimens examined are more 
strongly striated on the back of the volution above the expansion than 
the one figured in the Geological Report of the Fourth District, but in 
other respects,” he continues, “there is no important difference.” He 
gives the transverse diameter of the aperture as a little more than one 
and five-eighths inches by one and a quarter inches in length, and adds 
that ‘‘ another specimen has a diameter of aperture of nearly two inches.”’ 

Since publishing the description of B. Newberryi, I have, through the 
kindness of Prof. Hartt, of Cornell University, had an opportunity to 
make a direct comparison of our specimens of the same with authentic 
examples of B. patulus (belonging to the Cornell museum), from the 
Hamilton group of New York. None of these borrowed specimens have 
the expanded part of the lip entire all around, but they retain enough 
of it to show that it spreuds out as greatly as represented in Prof. Hall’s 
figure, while they agree perfectly in all other respects with his figure 
and description. ’ 

On comparing these specimens with those of our Ohio shell, I find that, as 
originally stated by me, and as may be seen by the annexed cuts and our 
figure on plate 20, the two forms not only differ in the very much 
greater expansion and backward extension of the lip in the New York 
shell, but also in_the presence of a decided, open and deeply penetrating, 
though small, umbilicus in the same ;* while in the Ohio form there is 
no proper open umbilicus at all, its place being occupied on each side 
by a callus formed by a thickening of the lip, which does not project 
backward beyond these points. Even when this callus is removed, there 
is no such decided, deeply penetrating umbilicus seen as occurs in the 
New York species, but only a mere minute indentation. A critical com- 
parison of the specimens before me also shows that there are other well- 
marked differences. For instance, the greater expansion of the shell, 
although much more strongly marked at the aperture in B. patulus, is 
not entirely confined to that part, but even the involuted portion also 
expands more rapidly, laterally, than in B. Newberry ; while in the lat- 


* It measures 0.10 to 0.12 inch in diameter, with abruptly inflected walls, in the 
New York specimens before me. 
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ter, these body volutions show a decidedly greater proportional dorso- 
ventral diameter, thus giving them a much more rounded dorsal and 
lateral outline.* Again, on several of the better preserved specimens of 
the Ohio shell, there is a narrow, well-defined dorsal band, margined on 
each side by an impressed line, exactly as represented in our figure 5 of 
plate 20; while no traces of any such band are seen on any of those of 
the New York species before me, all of which merely show the transverse 
lines to make a backward curve in crossing the middle of the dorsum, 
without giving origin to a band. 

Whether this band continues well defined forward to the anterior mar- 
gin of the lip, or even upon the expansion, in the Ohio shell, I am un- 
able to say from observation, none of our specimens having the surface 
well preserved there, though it probably does, nearly as indicated by the 
dotted lines in the outline cut. The specimen from which that figure 
was drawn has the margin of the lip defective around the left side, and 
at the middle of the front; but its outline can be clearly seen around 
the right side; and as these shells are exactly symmetrical, the general 
outline of the lip, with the exception of the little break at the middle 
of the front, can be relied upon as natural in the cut, especially as it 
agrees with that of the specimen from which figure 5 of plate 20 was 
drawn, in which the outline can be traced nearly all around. I should 
also remark here, that since the figure on plate 20 was drawn and the 
annexed cut was prepared, a more careful examination of the specimen 
figured on plate 20 has nearly satisfied me that there is a decided little 
notch at the middle of the lip in front, entirely unlike the broad, faint 
sinuosity shown in Prof. Hall’s figure of B. patulus. 

From the foregoing remarks it will be seen that, in reviewing the 
subject, with the aid of New York specimens of B. patulus for compari- 
son, I have seen no reason to modify my original conclusion, that B. 
Neuwberryt is specifically distinct from B. patulus ; though I do not thereby 
mean to assert that the latter species may not also occur in the Western 
Sta tes. 


Locality and position: Dublin, Franklin county, Ohio. Corniferous group. 


* Measurements of the involuted turns of the two species show that the dorso- 
ventral diameter of those of B. Newberryi is constantly one-fourth to one-third greater 
than those of B. patulus, at all points where the transverse diameters of the two are 
exactly equal. 


15 
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BELLEROPHON PROPINQUUS, Meek. 


Plate 20, figs. + a, b. 
Bellerophon propinquus, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 78. 


This species, so far as its characters are known, agrees so nearly with 
the last, in form and size, that it may be sufficiently characterized by 
pointing out the few characters in which it differs. In the first place, 
its transverse lines are distinctly finer, more crowded, and less regularly 
arranged; while it has a small umbilical perforation not entirely closed 
by the thickened lip on each side, as we see in that species. Again, its 
dorsal band is always distinctly elevated, very narrow, and furrowed 
along the middle, so as to present a biangular appearance, while the 
transverse lines bend back more strongly in approaching this band than 
in B. Newberryi, and do not impart the crenated or sub-imbricated 
appearance in crossing the band seen on this part of that species. It is 
likewise destitute of the very fine obscure revolving strix of the B. New- 
berryi, and seems to have its aperture somewhat less expanded, though 
none of the specimens I have yet seen are in a condition to show the ex- 
pansion of the aperture satisfactorily. 


Locality and position: Same as last. 


Genus PLEUROTOMARIA, Defrance, 1826. 
(Dict. Sci. Nat., p. 381, Vol. XLI.) 
PLEUROTOMARIA Lucina, Hall? 


Plate 20, fig. 6. * 


Euomphalus? rotundatus, Hall, 1843; Geol. Rep. 4th Dist. N. Y., p. 172, fig. 4 (not 
Pleurotomaria rotundata, Munster, 1841?). 
Pleurotomaria Lucina, Hall, 1862; Regents’ 15th State Cab. Report, p. 42, pl. 5, fig. 12. 


Shell turbinate, very thin; spire moderately prominent; volutions 
three, increasing rether rapidly in size, all regularly rounded, last one 
comparatively large and ventricose; suture deep; aperture apparently 
circular; axis imperforate. Surface elegantly cancellated by regular, 
equal, rather strong thread-like revolving and transverse lines, the latter 
of which curve backward a little near the spiral band, which is narrow, 
a little convex along the middle, and crenated by the crossing of the 
slightly curved transverse lines, so as to present the appearance of the 
edge of a finely milled coin; a space just below the band, of the same 
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breadth as the latter, being without revolving lines, gives the band the 
appearance of having twice its true breadth.* 
Height, 1 inch; breadth, 0.97 inch. 


This shell agrees so nearly in form and proportions, as well as in its 
ornamentation, with Prof. Hall’s figure of the species described by him 
under the name P. Lucina, that I have concluded to refer it provisionally 
to the same. Still I do so with considerable doubt, because if his figures 
and descriptions are strictly accurate, our shell would be clearly distinct, 
for the following reasons: In the first place, its spiral band is really not 
more than half the proportional breadth of that seen on Prof. Hall’s fig- 
ure, and differs in having a ridge along the middle, distinctly crenated 
by the crossing of the transverse lines; while it also passes around so as 
to be seen on the volutions of the spire, a little above the suture. In 
the figure, however, of P. Lucina, referred to, it is represented as being 
not only flat and much wider, but as not appearing on the volutions of the 
spire, above the suture, at all; which latter character would place it in the 
separate group for which Deslonchamps has proposed the name Crypto- 
tena. Again, a cast figured in the Report on the 4th Geological District 
of New York (p. 173), under the name Euomphalus rotundatus, and now 
regarded by Prof. Hall as belonging to his P. Lucina, is there described 
as having the “ umbilicus large”; while in the description of the shell 
of this species, in the Regents’ Report cited, the under side of the body 
volution is also said to be ‘depressed into the umbilicus.” Yet in our 
specimen of the shell here under consideration, there is not even a 
minute umbilical perforaiion. It is true, an internal cast would show a 
small perforation left by the columella, but this could not be properly 
described as a large umbilicus. 

If I were sure that Prof. Hall’s figure is correct in the characters men- 
tioned, particularly in not having the spiral band exposed on the volu- 
tions of the spire, I should certainly regard our shell as belonging to an 
entirely distinct species; but as the figure may not be exact in these 
characters, I am left in doubt in regard to the identity of our shell with 
P. Lucina. Should it be distinct, however, it might be designated as 
P. hyphantes, in allusion to its beautiful textile style of sculpturing. 


Locality and position: Dublin, Franklin county, Ohio. Corniferous group of the 
Devonian system. 


* This flat space just below the band is represented proportionally too broad in our 
figure, so that it has too much the appearance of being itself the band, which passes 
around immediately above, and, from its narrowness, might be overlooked. 
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Genus CONULARIA, Miller, 1818, M.S. 
(Sowerby Man. Conch. III., p. 108.) 


CONULARIA ELEGANTULA, Meek. 


Plate 23, fig. 4. 
Conularia elegantula, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 85. 


Shell presenting the usual quadrangular pyramidal form, with a 
_ divergence of the sides from the rather pointed apex, forming an angle 
of about eighteen degrees; each of the four lateral angles slightly 
rounded and distinctly furrowed ; sides equal, nearly flat, and without 
any well-defined longitudinal mesial furrows. Surface ornamented by 
numerous very small, closely arranged transverse lines, that arch gently 
forward or toward the aperture, and sometimes become slightly inter- 
rupted and alternating along the middle of each side, while in other in- 
stances they are merely a little deflected and continuous across this 
slight impression or imaginary line. These lines attain their largest 
size, and are separated by spaces of their own breadth, at about 0.70 inch 
from the apex, and beyond this become gradually smaller and more 
crowded toward the aperture. When largest and widest apart, they 
number about seven in one-tenth of an inch. They are all crenulated, 
there being fourteen of the crenulations in a length of one-tenth of an 
inch. Furrows between the transverse lines, marked by very fine strie 
running in the direction of the longitudinal axis of the shell, and much 
smaller and more crowded than the crenulations on the strie. 

Length of a specimen, apparently nearly entire, 1.70 inches; breadth, 
about 0.59 inch. | 


This species is related to C. byblis of White (Proc. Bost. Soc. N. H., 
Feb’y, 1862, p. 22), and C. multicostata, M. and W. (Proceed. Acad. Nat. 
Sci., Philad., Dec’r, 1865, p. 252), from the Waverly group of Iowa and 
Ohio. It differs, however, in having its transverse lines smaller and 
more crowded, there being about seventy of them to the inch, at the 
point where they are largest and widest apart, and one hundred in the 
same space near the larger end of the shell; while in both of the 
Waverly species mentioned, only forty-five to fifty occur in an inch. The 
crenulations of the transverse stris: are also smaller and more crowded in 
the species under consideration, there being usually fourteen of them in 
the tenth of an inch, which would give one hundred and forty to the 
inch; while, according to Prof. Winchell’s measurements, they are s0 
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much larger and more distant in C. byblis, that sixty to seventy-five of 
them would occupy the same space. The obtusely rounded and smooth 
apex mentioned in Dr. White’s description, if natural, would be another 
very important distinction ; but I suspect, from the appearance of some 
of the specimens of species of this genus figured by Prof. Earrande, that 
this is due to the removal of the apex by some accident, so as to expose 
one of the smooth septa within.* 

Compared with C. Niagarensis, Hall, the species under consideration 
evidently differs in being much more gradually tapering, and has the 
transverse lines much smaller and more crowded toward the larger end 
of the shell. In form it agrees more nearly with C. simplex of Barrande, 
which, however, has the furrows between the transverse lines smooth, 
and these lines not becoming smaller and more crowded towards the 
aperture from a point six to seven-tenths of an inch from the apex. 


Locality and position: Delaware, Ohio. Corniferous division of the Devonian. 


CEPHALOPODA. 
Genus CYRTOCERATITES, Goldfuss, 18380? 


CYRTOCERATITES OHIOENSIS, Meek. 
Pate 23, figs. 2and2b. 
Cyrtoceras Ohioense, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 86. 


Shell long, slender, and gently arched, very gradually tapering ; sec- 
tion a little oval, or nearly circular, the dorso-ventral diameter being 
slightly greater than the transverse. Septa distant from each other, on 
the outer or convex (ventral) side of the curve, slightly more than one- 
sixth, and, on the inner side, about one-seventh the dorso-ventral diam- 
eter. Siphuncle situated near the outer side of the curve, but not 
exactly marginal. Surface ornamented by small, somewhat irregular 
annular ridges and strie, that curve a little backward in crossing the 
ventral side. Rather distinct, raised lines also mark the surface longi- 
tudinally, so as to form, with the annular markings, a somewhat cancel- 
lated appearance. 


* Since seeing these figures of Prof. Barrande’s, I am led to think it probable that 
C. byblis, White, and C. multicostata, M. and W., may belong to one species, the sup- 
posed obtusely rounded, smooth apex of C. byblis being the principal character that led 
to the supposition that C. multicostata was quite distinct. A comparison of specimens, 
however, might show other distinctions. 
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Length of a specimen incomplete at both ends and septate through- 
out (excepting about one inch of the anterior end), 6.50 inches, meas- 
uring along the convex side of the curve; dorso-ventral diameter at 
the posterior end, 1.33 inches; transverse diameter at the same place, 
1.27 inches. The increase in size is such that the same measurements 
at a point three inches farther forward are respectively 1.56 and 1 50 
inches; while from this point to the broken anterior end, which includes 
only about one inch of the body chamber, the shell diminishes a little 
in both diameters, but apparently more in the transverse than the dorso- 
ventral, though this may be in part due to accidental lateral pressure. 


. This species seems to be related to Cyrtoceras eugentum, Hall (Regents’ 
15th Rep., p. 70, pl. 9, figs. 1, 2 and 3), but evidently not only attained 
a larger size, but differs in having its dorso-ventral diameter a little 
greater than the transverse, instead of the reverse. It also differs in 
being marked with distinct longitudinal raised lines, as well as in taper- 
ing somewhat, from the central region forward, and in having its septa 
more closely arranged. In form it agrees less nearly with several of the 
Bohemian species figured by Dr. Barrande; but it differs from all of 
these in its surface markings, while from his C. pugio, which has some- 
what similar sculpturing, it differs in being a little more curved, and 
without transverse undulations. 

-The entire shell could scarcely have been less than twelve or fourteen 
inches in length, and probably curved so as to form about one-fourth of 
a circle. 


Locality and position: Dublin, Franklin county, Ohio. Corniferous group of the 
Devonian series. 


Genus GYROCERATITES, Meyer, 1831. 
(Nov. Act. Acad. Caes. Leop. XV., 2, p. 72.) 
GYROCERATITES (? TROCHOCERAS) OHIOENSIS, Mcek. 
Plate 22. 
Gyroceras ( Trochoceras?) Ohioense, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 87. 


Shell attaining a large size, oval-sub-discoid, composed of three or 
four rather rapidly enlarging whorls, the under ones of which are closely 
contiguous, while the last one seems to become a little free at the aper- 
ture; umbilicus large and of moderate depth. Volutions rounded, sub- 
quadrangular, with the transverse diameter somewhat greater than the 
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dorso-ventral, rather broadly flattened on the periphery, and compressed 
convex on the sides, which round off gradually into the umbilicus, and 
more abruptly to the periphery, excepting in young shells, which have 
the sides of the volutions more flattened, and rounding as abruptly into 
the umbilicus as to the flattened outer side. Septa moderately distant, 
or separated by spaces which measure, on the middle of each side, about 
one-third the dorso-ventral diameter of the volution at the same point; 
all curving gracefully backward as they cross the sides, and forward as 
they pass from the sides to the flattened periphery, in crossing which 
they again make another, but stronger backward curve. Body-chamber 
large, or occupying more than half the outer volution. Surface (of cast) 
ornamented by small transverse ridges, of which about thirty may be 
counted to a side of each volution, the outer half only of which they 
occupy, without passing over or upon the periphery; while on the inner 
volutions they are sometimes so short as to assume rather the aspect of 
transversely elongated nodes. Siphuncle, aperture and finer surface 
markings unknown. 

Greatest diameter across the disc of a specimen with a part of the 
outer volution broken away, about 9 inches; dorso-ventral diameter of 
outer volution at the point where it is broken off, 3.63 inches; thickness, 
or transverse diameter of same at same point, about 3.90 inches. 


Owing to the fact that the only two specimens of this species I have 
seen are both in such a condition as to show clearly only one side (the 
upper side, if it is a Trochoceras), I am in some little doubt whether it is 
a Gyroceras or a Trochoceras. From the depth of the concavity of this 
side, however, I can scarcely doubt’ that the volutions are really coiled 
in the same plane as in Gyroceras and Nautilus. The contiguous charac- 
ter of its volutions (excepting, apparently, the last one near the aper- 
ture) is, however, rather against its being a Gyroceras, though the inner 
turns are sometimes in contact in species apparently belonging to that 
genus. If the last turn really does become free, as seems to be the case, 
this character would be equally against the probability of its being a 
Nautilus ; but as the specimens are not in a condition quite to remove 
all doubts on this point, it is barely possible that this shell may be 
found to belong to some of the sections of that group, though I can 
scarcely think so. 

I know of no described species of Gyroceras so nearly allied to this, 
specifically, as to require a close comparison. 


Locality and position: Delaware, Ohio, and in Marion county of the same State. 
Corniferous limestone nf the Upper Helderberg series (Devonian). 
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GYROCERATITES (? NAUTILUS) INELEGANS, Meek. 
Plate 21. 
Gyroceras (Nautilus?) inelegans, Meek; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 89. 


Shell attaining a large size, sub-discoidal. Volutions about two and 
a half to three, increasing rapidly in size, having a somewhat greater 
dorso-ventral than transverse diameter, being moderately compressed on 
each side, narrowly rounded over the periphery, and rounding regularly 
into the umbilicus, which is of moderate depth, and distinctly narrower 
than the dorso-ventral diameter of the outer whorl. First turn appar- 
ently slightly embraced by the second, which seems to become free 
towards the aperture. Septa rather distant, deeply concave on their 
anterior faces, and crossing the sides and periphery with very slight 
backward curves; all separated from each other on the periphery by 
spaces equaling about half the dorso-ventral diameter at the point of 
measurement. Body-chamber large, or forming half of the outer volu- 
tion ; aperture not expanded; lip sinuous on the outer side. Surface of 
cast sometimes showing on the inner volutions some very faint traces of 
rather distant transverse ridges, which become nearly or quite obsolete 
on the outer turn. Siphuncle and finer surface markings unknown. 

Greatest diameter across the disc of a specimen.a little compressed by 
accidental pressure, 9 inches; dorso-ventral diameter of last turn near 
the aperture, 4.10 inches; transverse diameter of same, 3.50 inches. 


This is another form in regard to the generic characters of which Iam 
in doubt. Its more rapidly expanding volutions, more rounded periph- 
ery, proportionally narrower umbilicus, and closely contiguous or even 
slightly embraced inner turn, give it a much more Nautiloid look than 
the last, and I should scarcely hesitate to refer it to the genus Nautilus, 
if it were not for the fact that the outer volution seems to be a little de- 
tached at the aperture. Still this may possibly be due to compression. 


Locality and position: Corniferous group of the Devonian, Marion county, Ohio. 
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ARTICULATA. 
CRUSTACEA. 


Genus PROETUS, Steininger, 1831. 
(Mem. Soc. Geol. France, Vol. I., p. 355.) 
PROETUS PLANIMARGINATUS, Meek. 
Plate 23, figs. 3 a, 6. | 
Proetus planimarginatus, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 89. 


Pygidium depressed, semi-elliptic, the length and breadth being nearly 
as five to seven; anterior margin very gently arcuate or convex in out- 
line; posterior somewhat narrowly rounded; lateral margins diverging 
forward, with slightly convex outlines, to the anterior lateral angles 
which are not truncated. Mesial lobe rather depressed, but rounded and 
well defined, narrow, or only a little more than half as wide at its an- 
terior end as the lateral lobes, tapering gradually, with straight sides, to 
its posterior extremity, which terminates, at a distance of about half the 
breadth of the anterior end, within the margin; provided with about 
twelve or thirteen nearly straight segments, most of which are well de- 
fined. Lateral lobes gently convex, sloping gradually from near the 
middle to the lateral and posterior margins, which are horizontally flat- 
tened, but not thickened; segments eight or nine, not extending upon 
the flattened margin, and each divided its entire length by so broad a 
furrow (flat within) that only a very narrow anterior and posterior 
margin is left projecting, and merely separated from that of the contigu- 
ous segment by a faint linear depression; thus presenting the appear- 
ance of narrow ribs or segments, longitudinally marked by faint linear 
furrows, and separated from each other by broad flattened depressions. 
Surface apparently nearly smooth. Other parts unknown. 

Length of pygidium, 0.64 inch ; breadth, 0.94 inch; height of lateral 
lobes, 0.13 inch ; do., to top of mesial lobe at its anterior end, 0.23 inch. 


The pygidium of this species seems to present much the same general 
outline as the corresponding part of P. Haldemani,' Hall, from the Ham- 
ilton group; but it has a proportionally narrower mesial lobe (which 
scarcely equals one-fourth the entire anterior breadth, instead of one- 
third), and a smaller number of segments in the lateral lobes. It also 
differs in having a distinctly flattened, instead of a thickened, border. 
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If I have correctly understood the nature of the segments of its lateral 
lobes, they are also very different from those of P. Haldemani, being pro- 
vided with wide flattened longitudinal furrows, These furrows are so 
wide and strongly defined, that I have been in some doubt whether thev 
ought not rather to be regarded as the divisions between the segments, 
than as the furrows of the segments themselves. On tracing them in- 
ward, however, to the mesial lobe, they are found to be abruptly nar- 
rowed and curved slightly forward, as they approach the latter, so as to 
seem to correspond to the furrows on the segments, rather than to de- 
pressions between them. . 

None of the specimens show much of the surface, but as far as it can 
be seen, it seems to be smooth, and to coincide exactly with the smallest 
elevations and depressions of the internal cast, from which the foregoing 
description was drawn up. 


Locality and position: Upper part of the Corniferous group, Sylvania, Lucas county, 
Ohio. Devonian. Mr. Gilbert’s collection. 


Genus DALMANITES, Barrande, 1852. 
(Silur. Syst., Boh. I., expl., pl. 21, etc.) 


DALMANITES OHIOENSIS, Meek. 
Plate 23, fig. 1. 


Dalmanites Ohioensis, Meek, 1871; Proceed. Acad. Nat. Sci., Philad., p. 91. 
Compare D. Helena, Hall, 1862; Regents’ 15th Report, p. 89. 


Pygidium large, depressed, semi-elliptic in general outline, nearly 
straight or gently convex in outline on the anterior margin, with the 
lateral angles a little rounded ; posterior extremity somewhat raised and 
truncated, with the lateral angles of the truncated margin produced into 
two rather short, distinctly converging spines. Mesial lobe narrow, or 
only equaling half the breadth of each lateral lobe at the anterior ends, 
depressed and gradually tapering to the posterior end, which terminates 
very near the truncated posterior margin, while it is rather distinctly 
separated by the furrow on each side from the lateral lobes; segments 
about eighteen, passing straight across, and separated by well-defined 
furrows, that are narrower than the segments themselves, which are not 
furrowed. Lateral lobes most convex along somewhat within the mid- 
dle, where they are nearly or quite as high as the mesial lobe, toward 
which they slope slightly on the inner side, while beyond the middle 
they slope off gradually to the lateral margins, which are very narrow, 
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not thickened above, and curve outward nearly horizontally ; segments 
about fifteen, widening slightly outward, and separated by deep, well- 
defined furrows, extending very nearly to the lateral margins; the larger 
ones showing faint traces of a slender, longitudinal furrow along the 
middle, while all, excepting a few of the smallest posterior ones, are pro- 
duced beyond the lateral margins in the form of slender, sharp, rounded 
spines, that curve a little backward and upward. Surface nearly or 
quite smooth. Thorax and cephalic shield unknown. 

Length of pygidium, 1.70 inches; breadth, 2.70 inches; height, or con- 
vexity, 0.25 inch; breadth of posterior truncation, 0.45 inch; length of 
longest spines projecting from lateral margins, 0.38 inch. 


This trilobite seems to be closely allied to D. myrmecophorus (= Asaphus 
myrmecophorux), Green, to which I was at one time inclined torefer it. A 
careful comparison, however, with the descriptions of that species given 
by Green, and subsequently by Prof. Hall, seems to show that our fossil 
cannot be properly considered identical. In the first place; it differs in 
having the mesial lobe only just half as wide as each of the lateral 
(measuring both at their anterior ends), instead of only about one-third 
as wide (see dimensions D. myrmecocphorus, given in 15th Regents’ Report, 
p. 88). Again, it shows no traces whatever of nodes or spines (excepting 
the marginal spines) on any of the segments either of the mesial or lateral 
lobes; while in Green’s species these gments of the lateral lobes are 
described, in the Regents’ Report above cited, and also by Green, as 
being marked by one or two rows of nodes, and those of the mesial lobe 
are described in the Regents’ Report as being marked each by three 
spines. Our species also shows a faintly impressed mesial line along 
each segment of the lateral lobes, not mentioned either by Hall or Green 
in describing D. myrmecophorus. 

Green gives the number of segments in the middle lobe of the pygidiunr 
as fourteen, and in each lateral lobe as thirteen; while in apparently a 
larger specimen (three inches in length) Prof. Hall counted twenty-four 
segments in the axis, and twenty in each lateral lobe; from which we 
may infer that the number of segments varied somewhat with the size 
of the specimen in that species. 

Although nothing is known of the cephalic shield of this species, or, I 
believe, of that described by Green, I have little or no hesitation in ex- 
pressing the opinion that at least the form here under consideration 
possessed the peculiar perforated or digitated extension of its anterior 
margin seen in D. selenurus, and hence that it belongs to Mr. Conrad’s 
sub-genus Odontocephalus. 
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Another specimen in the collection from the same locality and position 
as that from which the foregoing description was made out, consisting 
of a rude cast of the pygidium, shows the same proportional breadth of 
the mesial and lateral lobes, and apparently about the same number of 
segments, but differs in being proportionally longer, its length being to 
its breadth as about 8 to 11, instead of about 8 to 13. It also differs in 
having the spines on each side of the truncated posterior extremity dis- 
tinctly larger than in the form above described, and directed straight 
backward, as in D. selenurus, instead of converging, as in the last. The 
spines along its lateral margins, however, are, on the contrary, propor- 
tionally decidedly smaller. This, I suspect, belongs to a distinct spe- 
cies, but as the specimen is too eroded to show its surface characters 
clearly, I have preferred to refer it doubtfully, for the present, to the 
game.* - 


I 
Locality and position: Marblehead, Ohio. Corniferous group of the Devonian. 


* Since the publication of the foregoing description and remarks, Hall and Whit- 
field have referred this form, in their list of the Louisville fossils, to D. Helena, Hall, 
described in the Regents’ 15th Report, p. 89. I have no other means of forming an 
opinion in regard to the relations of our specimens to Prof. Hall’s species (which has 
not yet been figured), than by comparison with his published description of the 
same; and I can only say that if his description is accurate, our trilobite certainly 
ought to be a distinct species. He describes the form and proportions of the pygidium 
of his species so as to conform pretty nearly with ours, but distinctly states that it has 
the “lateral lobes marked by 18 or 19 ribs, which terminate in a narrow, thickened, 
somewnat undulating border.” Nota word is said about the border showing any indi- 
cations of being armed with slender, sharp, produced marginal spines, such as are 
seen on the form under consideration. Again, he describes the surface of his spe 
cies as “ granulose ; ribs marked by two rows of nodes or short spines.” Our figure was 
drawn from a good gutta-percha cast, made in a well-defined natural mould of the 
external surface of the pygidium, in a compact limestone matrix; and I am sure 
that there are no traces of the two rows of nodes or spines mentioned on the ribs of 
D. Helena, to be seen in this mould of the exterior, where they ought to be well 
marked, if they existed. 
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LIST OF FOSSILS 


DESCRIBED IN THE PRECEDING REPORT. 


FOSSILS OF THE CINCINNATI GROUP. 


RADIATA. 


ECHINODERMATA. 
CRINOIDEA. 
. Gexus HETEROCRINUS, Hall. 

Heterocrinus constrictUS...... 22... cccecesee cocctecncsscscececcscoeces sossesece saccecese covecs coveseces Hall. 
— EXiliß 0.0... ccccceece cecves csccucces sescusace seceecses sesces coscee anne sesseseeesaces cee ann Hall? 

_ Simplex 2... ccceseee concer vecees scence snnannnon cosas nen senesereesesee san enummennan nen snenn Hall. 

— juveniß... ...cenasonen cee cee enen eens coeeee sessnere nenn Laven nee one seeece sve unser ceeess sans Hall. 

.— heterodactylus.............rsuonanuon senonsnnnnnonennannnen nunannennenensnsenonenen ses Hall? 

— JAXUS......ccccce con cesccccce craves sonen unnnen ann anne san cescoe sosseces san nen nennen nennen coe ALI, 

— SUDCFASSUS .....csccscecsccsseces sun nnnnnn cesses eet sector aeseseees see ten cee nennen M. and W 


Genus ANOMALOCRINUS, Meek and Worthen. 


Anomalocrinus INCULVUS ......0..cc00 ceeecoece ses seceee ceseeeces coaees ceeteneee nennen an M. and W. 
Gests POTERIOCRINITES, Miller. 
Poteriocrinites (Dendrocrinus) Cineinnatiensis............zcrsrsnenonsnonunanonen nenn anne Meek. 
— POLYdactylus.... .......ecec cee vee ceecee ceeeeceecessves ves seseesee cee sesseeoes ann SOUMATG. 
— POBLICUS eraneaeeenen nnnenmn nun con ann cen sansesceeesesccsens sen eeeseses seeeesosseeceee cee FL all, 
— DYED. 00... ce eee 000000 cones enceen ces cnseeeean seaceeeeteeees seeese tes peseen taseeseonee Meek. 
— caduceuß... cross vee pen msunnn neuen cesses cosons seeeceverccenses nes banseneretänannen ses Hall. 
— CASEL ..cece een cseccsccesscecesccrs coreeces nennen snannnann senses costes ennenn soesesene ana Meek 
Genvs GLYPTOCRINUS, Hall. 
Glyptocrinus decadactylus ...... x... sun00snsnen nennsenen senses ceesenene snnsen ansrnessense nennen ens Hall. 
— Dyeri 2.2... ceecnenes coe nanenn cereus ces socceenenenseessoesecneses senses eenes seseesseseae sets Meek. 
— Dyeri var. sub-glob0sua............csscccecesseensne senses cnsencseeeeaee snnnen teens Meek. 
— Neallliu....... ccsceccss nennen ononnasnonnunnannnensnnen see seeessce soveevees eneceeuen ann namens Hall. 
— PALVUS... ccc cece eeceee ens cnceee ceceen scenes eenes nen aes Seaneceeses canon ceeucecce conten san Hall 


238 PALEONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 


CYSTOIDEA. 

Gexus LEPOCRINITES, Conrad. 

Lepocrinites Moorei ......... zarsonneo sonnenann snnusnorannnnnnn aunnunene sesseeseserseneasces onenon senses Meek. 
Genus ANOMALOCYSTITES, Hall. 

Anomalocystites (Ateleocystites) balanoides ...........cccccsceces sonnnenun nun sees none cee nen Meek. 

Gexvus LICHENOCRINUS, Hall. 
Lichenocrinus Dveri ........ccc. cccscees sesces coeees oes Mensen annsun caceee cases conses cence ann sen ceees Hall. 
— crateriformis.. ............ peeeceeseneesee mussen nnssnnunn seneee costes coe cee non non sevenees Hall. 

Genvs HEMICYSTITES, Hall. 

Hemicystites stellatus ...... 2.0... ccccsecesceeecsee secsee san non essscercetenese seeceeces sun seaees nennen Hall. 
—_ (Cystaster) granulatus ... ...... soesonenenonennneonnnannn coveceecscsceescoeee cov cesses HALL. 


Gexts AGELACRINITES, Vanuxem. 


Agelacrinites (Lepidodiscus) Cincinnatiensis............... cee ccc css see cecenececeeees onen Roemer. 
_ pileus .eeeeeccessennesansnenennn nannnnune nnnnannnennnonnen sun ann nen nue sen eeeene cecuee nen une Hall. 
— vorticellata ........... cccces ene nsccesasces cones ceeees sauces nun sececeeaees one see nnnnnnnn ses Hall 
ASTEROIDEA. 
Genus PAL-EASTER, Hall. 

Pal»aster? Dyer... .c..c. cee ceeceseee ceceee coe sen cas ann see cee ceseeeeee ceeeen ces Inn nunuun concen seransnnne Hall 
— QT ANULOBSUS......ceecceeccceecee cas sansenne sunnennnenn senses see cpscesecesspanseeeecwenseeeeen cence Hall? 
— ? Jamegli cneuceassuennsensnnen cee nenn nonnnnnnsnunun cee saatnees cosas son seeecesaescesenesens ces Dana. 
— IMCOMPtUBS ...cusesnesee ce eee cee ese ern nnnenn nnennn teeees ans cocsnstsecer cece seescserese ces seem ABER. 
— Shae ffert 2.0.0... ccc cee cee cee cee cee cee cas cee ann ceseneee nennen sunnen snnnessnannans seoees cesses PERIL. 

Genus STENASTER, Billings. 
Stenaster grandiS... ur... cesses erence covcecees cecescces see nn seven sceeeeess nenn ees seaseserees seeneenes Meek. 

OPHINROIDEA. 

?Gexvs PROTASTER, Forbes. 

Protaster granuliferus ............ccsseesecese cocces nen onsnn cee cesses aneren copesectscnceane ceeses anne Meek 
MOLLUSCA. 
POLYZOA. > 
Gexus PTILODICTYA, Lonsdale. 
Ptilodietya (Stietopora) Shafferi .........cccccecsecesesscsecse cee conscoues cesses snnnsnsnssn eee cee anne Meek. 
BRACHIOPODA. 

Gexus LEPT.ENA, Dalman. 

Leptiena sericea .....orsennenunnsnsenennnnnnunsnsnnnonsnantenenn nassen ssnenanen ssenen san nahen eneann Sowerby? 
Gexvs STROPHOMENA, Rafinesque. 

Strophomena rhomboidalis... .......0. ss. Bananssn nassen seneee snenensun coseeeans peeves oesees Wilckens. 
— NUTANS....0..cecsee coceescescosceccscescnsnsssensee vas sun cea nsecenseeee seeeeeoe nern nennen James. 
— planumbona ......025 ceeees ssessescees cavevccescscneecenssseccs oessesseeseeeeecsee ces arena Hall. 
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Strophomena plicata ........ ccc... cesses cecees snccee ceseee nen onen cesees sessnseseceeses sus cevasensee eae James. 
— PIANOCONVERA ..eceeeenneanensnnnenannnannnnnn one ses cee cecsseses ses een soesesecs cesseeoe nen FTA, 
_ filitexta... crceceee coe cee cee sss nen onnunnen nennen ces seonnunnn ons nen secon seccsces see seene en FLOM, 
— BUICAA........ cecece ces snnenn coccenscnees sonannann cesses cee cee cee cases see nenn DeVerneuil. 
_— SIN UAL ... 0.2.0. sonnsnnen cocses cecese coe snnone nnunnnnnene sonsnenne ns toe sesssener ses sun eee James. 
— alternata 2.0... cece cee cseseesn crease ann san coscsscese con seneesecees cosseses ove are DINTMONB- 
— alternata, var. nasuta ......... cccces nnnnnsonnenananennn coneescectee nennen anne Conrad. 
— alternata, var. alternistriata........... cccccccccses cee cceceeertes cesceecee coscesecs Hall. 
— alternata, var. lOXOTHYtis...........10. ccccecsee cecece cee snnnennnn nenn ese ce seeenee Meek. 
— alternata, var. fracta.......uuuu ceeceecoccee coe cee cescee cre snensn coe ensnsn cee nenne Meek. 

Gexts ORTHIS, Dalman. 

Orthis retrorsa........cc.cccess ses ceccss cos ccees cucess sossecese sesees sucess nennen ses cess sanees eueees Salter ? 
— gubquadrata 2.00... cece ccc eee sseees cneeen acces covees seen coe nenne dee ceecee coe eeeees cee eee ann Hall. 
— oceidentalis... ..esssennonsesnononnenonsenonnnsn snnanunne contas snann unse nen seen eens sneeeesen sense Hall. 
—  insculpta .......cccccceseseee vecceucncuecen coe season senses seeses seseesees cossssueseeeen sonesnees nenn Hall 

—  borealis oe Billings 
— bellula ......onsnsemnassen nennen cece annunnner sun snnnnner see snensn seceeses sun nnnsnn tee see anne James 
—  Pellanasescaeseoossoonenn sec seo nnanesnumnasnnunnnann cae bee seeeeeeaees seasons sanonnnesn san sensn srnsen Hall 


— plicatella ........crccasanenen cos coccee soecccceceser seseus son sececceescececceccssecss cee sencee sonen I All, 
triplicate] la......... ccc cseee cesses ce eeee ceeeen snanen see nn veces creas ensnon cee eeeenenee suranaen Meek. 
7 emacerata ... 2.0... csc sonen senen cee ceveneen es Tunannnsosnensun san ceeenousotevaces cosseneesasens cee man Hall. 

—— @lmacerata, var. Multisecta ...... ....0. 200400 cece sees snenen cee eeceeeens ces one cee coe namen James. 
—  (Platystrophia) biforata...... 00.00.00 20er cesses coe essen seseseteeeeeseeseee Chlotheim. 
~ (Platystrophia) lynx... 0... eee cesses cosnerene ences ceeesens nenn seeeen see apenas Von Buch. 
~~ — (Platystrophia) laticosta............cccceecesses ceecesee see cae cesses ses seeceses cee seeces seed AMES, 
7 CPlatystrophia) dentata .......c:cccccccsscsssese costes seccessencessesesssen see seesneneseees Pander? 
= CPlatystrophia) acutilirata .................000 ccosecnee coe cee seecnsescaecene sn nennan nenn Conrad. 
a Genus RHYNCHONELLA, Fischer. 
Mch Cella dentata ......cccccsccsssssee cesese see sesees sosess sevessssseecesesees sensseaes aan nen sammen Hall. 
> CAPAX zereesen ann cee sccceceee son enunnnnnnnnann cosssences cesenssseesessserees cos sesceece oes VONTRG. 
7 GENUS ZY GOSPIRA, Hall. 

WOSPrLya modesta c.cccesessce socsssess son csscecsue sos sashes ssusessas saavssen nenn senavavan cesses nennen Say. 
_ Cineinnatiensis ......... ccccccee sce cee cee ccescenses sessen see see son nennsnn anne nn seneeeee ann James. 
Bun Headi .....uueenerenansnnsne ssccssess sen cs seeevesce nn sss coe cue cas ann nen evs nn nenne Billings. 

Ret Gexvs RETZIA, King. | 

“la (Trematospira) granulifera.. ......ccccscsssccces conecceeconsssee seneee see san tensesues san Meek. 

Phos Genus PIIOLIDOPS, Hall. 

AO ops Cineinnatiensis ceeseeneeaeanensn san ceesee sesseeese seueeeees cae sessnscessceaees san nennen nn llall. 

LAMELLIBRANCHIATA. 

Ary Genus AMBONYCHIA, Hall. 
bo aychia COStALR 20. cccccccncee ecoes onseee ses nn soseee neceen see ennens spsces eases seseee peneeeees os James. 
— (Megaptera) alata .......usecson ssnnsnaseunnnen snnssnennnnn cee cee cas snssnunenen ane ces Meek. 
— (Megaptera) Casei...........cscccscsseee sesevesse coeces cre con see eeveee cease one M. and W.? 


fISSICOSEE... ..ccce cee ccccccecs coc nenne sececces cos asecesconcessecsessrescesse see sos sevesesccseccecee cee LI AL] 
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Gexus CYPRICARDITES, Conrad. 


Cypricardites Sterlingensis ........... ssscssssscccresseceeevece snenen cooses ceseceees senseeees M. and W. 

— ? CATIMALA...... ccccce ces see covceeeee cence cee ceesscnse ceeeesene casees see casenens ace serseans Meek. 
Gexts MEGAMBONIA, Hall. 

Megambonia Jamesii......... c:csecses sannnnenn cosereees snannn onannnn coeeecees covssecoesen cease sense Meek. 
Genus CLIDOPHORUS, Hall. 

Clidophorus (Nuculites) fabula................. sssccecs coscecsee ssonnnennnnnnon sennnnnen sosscoeer oes Hall. 
Genus TELLINOMYA, Hall. 

Tellinomya? obliqua ......... zu csumssenseonnsenssnononnnansnun snnansnnnnunen seceeeseeses soseseees ensues Hall. 

Gexus ANODONTOPSIS, McCoy. 
Anodontopsis? Milleri..............ccssccsssses socssceee cosseeees cnseecsee sessesens seeecenes sageeeses Meek, 
_ (Modiolopsis?) UMiOMideS...........ssssescsescecer vee neoneenonnseenenen sen MOCK, 


Gexvs SEDGWICKIA, McCoy. 


Sedgwickia (Grammysia? ) neglecta........... ssecccsescceerseececces nassen secon senssoues Teosnanens Meek. 
_ ? fragilis ......000 002 ccscecsoe nannnnnnn ce onnnonsunne ces nannnn seenen snnennnuunnnsnn nn ann anan nen Meek. 
_ 2 COMPTEB3A ...uesesanonsnnorunen teecen sonnnnnen ann snnennannerernnnen sensnanes cas seseeeeee en Meek. 
Gexus CARDIOMORPHA, DeKonninck. 
Cardimorpha? obliquata........ ernassnsn sanennsnnsnnnon snnnennnn nennonune nasse saeces evseeesee anno Meek. 
GASTEROPODA. 

Genus CYRTOLITES, Conrad. 
Cyrtolites (Microceras) imOrnatus.......sscoe coccssecceecee conven suse sesseeee sees Seansessseneem Hall. 
—  OIMALUS ...cerece sovecsces ssecsceee ceases socccesce senses onenseses seencsecseasenses sesesaneess Conrad. 
— DY ri ....sececessnceseennsne secceneeesecnesssereceeecsnsreseeeuseeccesteseeeesseeeneeseeneens Hall 
— ? COSTATUS ....-cccesscsce cnescecceceesccescencensceees neneeeeessnsensseesecenearensesenees cas James. 

Genus CYCLONEMA, Hall. 
Cyclonema Dilix...........cs00cssossssncesesseeses soesee evecerseseenee serenesee sseeee coeeewaes senees eee Conrad. 
Genus CYCLORA, Hall. 
Cyclora Minute ......... snrneasen nennen nnnnen snnuen aussen seeeeusesscasseesees senses aecess sesets ueseeeaes ses Hall. 
— ? parvula............. IRTELILULTELDEFTDEFFTTLUETERLTTPRIFFLEPFESPRTUETPUIPEFEUFREPETTERFEERFERFLRERE Hall. 
Gexus PLEUROTOMARIA, Defrance. 
Pleurotomaria (Scalites? ) tropidophora.. ......... secscces cscssececeee coccee seseeceas sonnnanneen Meek. 
CEPHALOPODA. 

Genus ORTHOCERAS, Auct. 

Orthoceras Ortoni .......00.ccces coscesneececseecncees saveeenee seneenees conssees soveneen sessesesseeees Meek. 
Gexus TROCHOCERAS, Barrande. 
Trochoceras? Baeri ......... zenssonen srsscsees sunnen anonennunnn sence succes cececs senses sesseraes ce M. and W. 
ARTICULATA. 
CRUSTACEA. 
Gexus CYTHERE, Muller. 

Cythere Cincinnatiensis ......... ces sccsseccesee non nnenen covets cesses senses aussen sonsnnccn nenonuenn Meek. 


LIST OF FOSSILS. | 241 


Genus ASAPHUS, Brongniart. 


Asaphus (Isotelus) megistos sesencase ceeeenens soveceeccen seenesees nennen snnnnn ann ne sansnunen senses Locke ? 
Gexus PROETUS, Steininger. 
Proetns Spurlocki ............ snnesennneonnnnonn coeee sosscence cesses enececes aeeuen sesece nassen senses ¢ . Meek. 
Genus CERAURUS, Green. 
Ceraurus Icarus ......... .cesee coos adcae covcvecesensosceces Losnsannsn accecsceseceesece cecese cos cseeeaces Billings. 


Genus ACIDASPIS, Murchison. 


Acidaspis CLOBOLUB.........csccceees cesses onnnnnnen ceesceetecssnaessee nn nnnn seeeeeass cogsenece decease senses Locke? 
— Cineinmatiensis ...........c..ccccecccccccccesccccesessen sensssecsscesasececes  peceeossces Meek. 
_ ceralept& ....-cceccceven scenes ccceeceescenseescenceceseaensecsees nannannensnnsrnenenn Anthnoy ? 


Dalmanites Carleyi............cccecessesssccsceeesecscsscees nennen sanansnn nae cos ces ann ann cesses one eee Meek. 


Calymene senaria ......0....c1ce scceen ceceus cecees conccucce soseseees couces ecsee cnesecees soasee cesses Conrad. 


FOSSILS OF THE NIAGARA AND CLINTON GROUPS. 


MOLLUSCA. 
BRACHIOPODA. 
Ts Genxcs TRIPLESIA, Hall. 
"Plesia Orton. ccs ceccescssses snssee sos sesesssesessenees sesean essen esses sesececsscensaese teases case Meek. 
Rh Genus RHYNCHONELLA, Fischer. 
FNehonella neglecta ......sscccecssssssesee cos cssssscsesnsssccscen annnnn cosvscees sossve nennen sesvesees Hall. 
Mey: Genus MERISTELLA, Hall. 
TIS ella (Meristina? ) CylinGrica.....cc. cccssssessessecess ses ssssesves snscesses sasesseas ann Hall. 
Mi Genus TRIMERELLA, Billings. 
Merella GTANdIS. 2... cesecsece coscas sveseeecs sonscnsce senses ves nonnnanan snnsnnenn conteneee ves nennen Billings. 
— Ohioensiß ..........-.oononnenonensonnnnnnnnnn sascsscerscssne cesses senses seceesceeeeeee ses Meek. 
GASTEROPODA. 
Mat Genus PLATYOSTOMA, Conrad. 
I" Ostoma Niagarensis, var.......ccsecscesssssce sececesee cesces succes conecsees nnnnen sussse seenee cesses ses on 
16 
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CEPHALOPODA. 
Genus LITUITES, Montfort. 
Lituites Ortomi...........cs00 ccsscsses cssssccen nassen svssceeee cosceesee seston ceaeen seseeesce coense seeseese Meek. 
ARTICULATA. 
CRUSTACEA. 
Genus LEPERDITIA, Ronault. 
Leperditia alta............. ccsscccse cesses cecees non cuccossectee sossosaees esos sececesesessen cueeon cesses Conrad. 


Genus ILLASNUS, Dalman. 
Illenus (Bumastus) imsignis..............cccsccses csssccese ces sostcesce annensnunenonnnnannn ooeses senees Hall. 





FOSSILS OF THE CORNIFEROUS GROUP. 


MOLLUSCA. . 
POLYZOA. 
Genus PTILODICTYA, Lonsdale. 
Ptilodictya Gilberti......... .cccceces cosececee vossccces coccescccces son seseee cesses sancsecesceseceue nennen Meek. 
— lichenoides ? .......cccece occescccsccncnscereccccsaccccsasssesreceneeeres css secere senses Meek. 
BRACHIOPODA. 
Genus RHYNCHONELLA, Fischer. 
Rhynchonella carolina...... ......000 020000200000 coscccesescece sostences sscnee en nenn cecnes cossenees nenn Hall 
LAMELLIBRANCHIATA. 
Genus AVICULOPECTEN, McCoy. 
Aviculopecten Parilis..........sscsscescceccecccesececoee sevenensescoes concen senses sesees sacees soeeeuses Conr. 


Genus LUCINA, Bruguiere. 
Lucina (Paracyclas) OhiOensis............ccscesseccscsce stesccece oununn ceases seeseceeseeses cosees tes Meek. 


Genus CONOCARDIUM, Bronn. 
Conocardium trigonale........ scscecceccecee coccee sonnunene cocceecscnce scenes coves cecess soeeseses sesecs Hall. 
— + QHIOENBE......cccccccccccceveserccescccssavcensescucerscescecescenenssees teccacessceeees Meek. 


Solemya (Janeia) vetusta ...... cu... soonnoonenonchunensannenunn sosvecons sncece cee see sonen seseeeeesce Meek. 


Gexus CLINOPISTHA, Meek and Worthen. 
Clinopistha antiqua ...... esenenoo sonenn cecsss costes secees sonnnonne seununnnn covses svenes seesee seconsees Meek 
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Genus SANGUINOLITES, McCoy. 


Sanguinolites ? Sanduskyensis ......... 1.0. cesseccee coc nen ces nannon nennen nennen son cesteeces nn Meek- 
GASTEROPODA. 
Genus PLATYCERAS, Conrad. 
Platyceras multispinosum........ ....cs0.. sccoes ceesccece cecece covens annannonsnon sonsenuen sentes serene Meek: 
— dumosum, var. attenuatum ..........ccccccssscercscccscccsscarsressesecsssessueees Meek. 
Genus CYCLONEMA, Hall. 
Uyclonema crenulata .........cccceee soe sevevees Levene coe cocescens coc secses tts ennnnn poscesens snveseacs Meek. 
Genus NATICOPSIS, McCoy. . 
Naticopsis (Isonema) humilis......... ...cccsesscccce sovcee cacees suonnnunnnunnnn snnnnnnne sauren cesses Meek. 
—_ (Isonema) levis ........-sussounonansonnannnonnunsnnnnsnnnnnennnensnusnnnnnsnanensnnnennne Meek. 
—  gequistriata ....cussnssensssesnosunsunnenunsensnnennnnnnusensunnsnnensnsnnssnnnensnrnnannanen Meek 


Genus ORTHONEMA, Meek and Worthen. 


Orthonema Newberry ............ ssscoese onnenunen soscee ces cccces soseseuse onnsnnane nensuner soe eesce Meek 
Genus TROCHONEMA, Salter. 
Trochonema tricarimata............ zessnsnenenoonnonennonnuen sosvenese nonanuenı sonsee tet cence nenne Meek. 
Genus EUOMPHALUS, Sowerby. 
Euomphalus Decewi ...........ss00 cscccence cocees ssccccces soseccoce coceecces soesee costes seesce sense Billings. 
Genus XENOPHORA, Fischer. 
Xenophora (Pseudophorus) antiqua..............cc0scceescocces cances cocscacre cscees nennen coeses Meek. 
Genus BELLEROPHON, Montfort. 
Bellerophon Newhberryi........1.scsessccoes sccsce cosceaces cesses annunennn nennen see teeter cae see cesteees Meek. 
— PFOPINQUUB .......cccecsccoveccccecsone sonccerscnscnscnsenscscerenscasseeneneusceespens Meek. 
Genus PLEUROTOMARIA, Defrance. 
Pleurotomaria Lucina............ 00.0 sssen0nen seccee coscceceses Coueee coe soe cetestess eves cs cnesees nennen Hall? 
Genus CONULARIA, Miller. 
Conularia elegantula :........ 22.20. eroonennanunon sescenses snnuen annonanen coecss nnonen nannen sonsnnenen Meek. 
CEPHALOPODA. 
Genus CYRTOCERATITES, Goldfuss. 
Cyrtoceratites Ohioensiß ......... 220000 20000000 covsen coccen see cencouece sescee seasee ces seseesees sae one Meek. 
Genus GYROCERATITES, Meyer. 
Gyroceratites (Trochoceras) ObiOensis..........ccccecoe coscee sunnunsnnnnnenenennennonnnnnnn nenn Meek. 
—_ (? Nautilus) inelegans ...........scecsesrssccrsevecseseerne ses conten seaseseees Meek. 
ARTICULATA. 
CRUSTACEA. 
Genus PROETUS, Steininger. 
Proetus planimarginatus.a......... zssonoon cossescocsccce san nn onsnuneen sonsencneccsee cee ees cee cusses Meek. 


Genus DALMANITES, Barrande. 
Dalmanites Ohioensiß.. ......... .csccccevces covses sncsce nscees seoeeesenees cesssces coceeetes sooees soeees Meek: 
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THE 


CLASSIFICATION AND GEOLOGICAL DISTRIBUTION 


OF OUR 


FOSSIL FISHES. 


So little is generally known in regard to American fossil fishes, that I 
have thought the notes which I now give upon some of them would be 
more interesting and intelligible if those into whose hands they will fall 
could have a more comprehensive view of this branch of palseontology 
than they afford. I shall therefore preface the descriptions which follow’ 
with a few words on the geological distribution of our Paleozoic fishes, 
and on the relations which they sustain to fossil forms found in other 
countries, and to living fishes. This seems the more necessary, as no 
summary of what is known of our fossil fishes has ever been given, and 
the literature of the subject is so scattered through scientific journals 
and the proceedings of learned societies, as to be practically inaccessible 
to most of those who will be readers of this report. 


I. THE ZOOLOGICAL RELATIONS OF OUR FOSSIL FISHES. 


To the common observer, the class of Fishes seems to be well defined 
and quite distinct from all the other groups of vertebrate animals; but 
the comparative,anatomist finds in certain unusual and aberrant forms 
peculiarities of structure which link the Fishes to the Invertebrates 
below and Amphibians above, in such a way as to render it difficult, if 
not impossible, to draw the lines sharply between these great groups. 
Amphioxus, the lowest of the Fishes, has a structure much simpler, and 
organs and senses more rudimentary, than some of the two higher of the 
invertebrate classes, Mollusks and Crustaceans; while in Lepidosiren we 
find an organization that is as much amphibian as piscine. In the 
judgment of some anatomists, the Dipnoi—which include Lepidosiren of 
South America, Protopterus of Africa, and Ceratodus of Australia—should 
be set off in a distinct class by themselves, or be united with the Gano- 
cephala (the Carboniferous salamanders), as holding an intermediate 
position between the true Fishes and Amphibians. Nearly all fishes, 
however, possess in common a structure which may be very readily de- 
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fined. They have a fusiform body, adapted to rapid motion through a 
resisting medium, and they are aquatic in habit and respiration. From 
their mode of life—floating freely as they do ina fluid having approxi- 
mately the same specific gravity as their own—they have no occasion 
for limbs, such as serve to support the body in antagonism to gravitation, 
and act as locomotive organs in the higher vertebrates. Their move- 
ments are therefore effected only by fins, into which the anterior and 
posterior extremities and tail are developed. As the highest efficiency 
of these locomotive organs is incompatible with their use as organs of pre- 
hension, they are never employed for seizing their prey, but this is 
accomplished by an unusual development of the mouth and its append- 
ages. Not being required to sustain the weight of the body, the frame- 
work is much less rigid than in terrestrial animals, and the bones are 
softer and more elastic. This last feature in their organization has pre- 
vented the perfect preservation of many fishes in the fossil state, and 
has greatly increased the difficulty of the study of some groups, 
especially the sharks, of which the cartilaginous skeletons have gen- 
erally disappeared, and the teeth, fin-rays and dermal tubercles, discon- 
nected, and perhaps widely scattered, are all that remain. 

Various schemes of classification of fishes have been proposed by 
different zoologists; the changes and additions made to the earlier sys- 
tems having, for the most part, followed closer study and a better knowl- 
edge of their anatomy. The first scientific system of classification pro- 
posed was that of Cuvier, who divided the class of fishes into three great 
orders—the Chondropterygii (cartilaginous fishes), the <Acanthopterygit 
(fishes with spined fins), and Malacopterygii (fishes with soft fin-rays). 
Agassiz, who followed Cuvier in time, divided fishes into four orders, 
according to the character of their scales, viz: Cycloidit (fishes with 
rounded, entire scales, as the salmon), Ctenoidi (fishes with serrated 
scales, as the perch), Ganoidii (fishes with brilliant, glistening, enameled 
scales, such as the gar-pike), and Placoidzi (fishes with dermal tubercles 
or plates, such as the sharks and rays). Johannes Muller divides fishes 
into five orders, viz: Leptocardia (amphioxus), Cyclostomata (lampreys), 
Teleostei (bony fishes), Ganoidei (ganoid fishes), and Selachii (sharks and 
rays). Professor Richard Owen proposed to divide the vertebrates into 
two classes — Hematocrya, cold-blooded, and Hematotherma, warm- 
blooded animals—the class Hematocrya including Fishes, Amphibians 
and Reptiles. In Owen’s classification, fishes may be said to comprise 
three of the five sub-classes of Hxmatocrya, viz: Dermoptert, Teleostomt 
and Plagiostomi—the first including Agassiz’s Ganoidii and Muller's 
Leptocardia,; the Teleostomi including the Cycloidu and Ctenoidit of Agas- 
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siz; the Plagiostomi, the sharks, rays and chimeras. Of these sub-classes 
of fishes, Owen makes ten orders, viz: I. Cirrostomi (lancelet);. II. 
Cyclostomi (lamprey and hag); III. Malacopteri (soft finned fishes, her- 
ring, salmon, etc.); IV. Acanthini (cod, etc.); V. Acanthoptert (perch, 
etc.); VI. Plectognathi (file-fish, trunk-fish, etc.) ; VII. Lophobranchii (sea- 
horse) ; VIII. Ganoidet (ganoids) ; IX. Holocephali (chimera); X. Plagi- 
ostomi (sharks and rays): his order XI., Protopteri, being considered 
transitional. Other systems have been framed by Heckel, Gunther, 
Lutken, Cope, Gill, etc.,* but perhaps the most satisfactory, inas- 
much as it includes a discussion of fossil forms, is that of Prof. Huxley, 
proposed within the past year. Huxley divides the class Pisces into © 
two sub-classes, of which the first includes only Amphioxus, and is 
equivalent to “ Leptocardia” of Heckel. In this subdivision “the noto- 
chord extends to the anterior end of the body. There are no skull, 
auditory or renal organs, such as exist in the higher vertebrata. The 
heart is a simple tube, and the liver is saccular.” In the second sub- 
class of Huxley (=Pachycardia, Heck.), “the notochord extends 
behind the pituitary fossa. A skull, auditory and renal organs are de- 
veloped. The heart is divided into auricular and ventricular chambers. 
The liver has the ordinary structure.” The orders into which Huxley 
divides the class Pisces are as follows: 


1. PHARYNGOBRANCHI (Amphioxus). 
MaRSIPOBRANCHII (Lamprey and Hag). 
ELASMOBRANCHII (Sharks, Rays and Chimeras). 
GANOIDE! (Ganoids). 

TELEosTEI (Bony Fishes). 

Dıpxoı (Lepidosiren, etc.). 


new 


When we add fossil forms to the living groups of fishes, and trace the 
history of this class from its first appearance in far-off geological ages up 
to the present time, some very interesting facts are brought out; to a few 
of which I will very briefly allude. 

In the first place, we learn from the study of fossil fishes that in all 
probability no fishes swam in the most ancient Silurian sea; that they 
began to appear in the sea of the Upper Silurian age, and in the Devo- 
nian existed in large numbers, attained a magnitude equal to that of any 


* Professors Gill and Cope are agreed in separating Amphiorus, Myxine and Petro- 
myzon from fishes, and in forming three classes out of the old class of fishes, viz: 
Pisces (which includes the sub-classes Teleostei, Ganoidei and Elasmobranchit), 
Marsıporraxcuı and Leprocarpi. (Smithsonian Miscell. Coll., No. 247; Annals 
and Mag. Nat. Hist., Vol. IX., 1872.) 
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fishes of the present day, and possessed, in some instances, a structure 
scarcely less highly organized than that of the highest group of modern 
fishes. Y 

In tracing the history of fishes through the successive geological ages, 
we also find that in later times they have been greatly diversified by 
divergence from some of the earlier and simpler forms; and that while 
the number of individuals may not be greater now than in the Jurassic 
or Carboniferous periods, the number of genera and species is certainly 
much greater now than formerly. This multiplicity of form has appar- 
ently been produced by differentiation; that is, by the exaggeration of 
certain characters possessed by a remote ancestor, in different groups of 
his descendants, until nearly all traces of relationship and common 
parentage are lost. It will be readily understood from these remarks 
that fossil fishes, in many instances, present “synthetic types”; that is, 
a single genus and species will be found to combine characters which are 
distributed among different families, and perhaps orders, of living fishes; 
hence, before a truly comprehensive and intelligent view can be taken 
ef the class of fishes, it is essential that the fossil forms, which are so 
often connecting links, and which fill many of the gaps that exist in our 
present fauna, should be carefully co-ordinated with living species. The 
study of fossil fishes becomes, therefore, intensely interesting and highly 
instructive to the zoologist. It is to be regretted, however, that the rarity 
of the remains of fishes and the imperfection of their preservation make it 
impossible that they should solve all questions with regard to the rela- 
tionship of living fishes, or of the life-history of the class; but every year 
new light is thrown upon the structure and relationship of fishes by the 
discovery of some new or unusually well preserved fossil. I have, there- 
fore, ventured to hope that the remains of the remarkable fishes which 
aie for the first time made known in this report, will be objects of more 
than mere idle curiosity, and that they will contribute something to the 
better understanding of the organization and genesis of all the great 
- groups of fishes. 

As I have before said, the dismembered condition and incomplete 
preservation of many fossil fishes, and the entire absence of their soft parts 
make it exceedingly difficult to determine in all cases accurately their 
relationship to each other and to living fishes. Enough, however, has 
been learned of their structure to permit us to group many of them with 
a good degree of confidence; and quite a number of families and many 
more genera and species have been established to receive them. 

One of the most striking results of the study of fossil fishes is the 
discovery that in the earlier geological ages the order which includes 
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much the largest part of our present ichthyic fauna (the Teleosts) 
had no existence, and that it was only introduced in the Cretaceous 
period. We also learn that Placoderms and Elasmobranchs constituted 
the earliest groups of fishes: that during the Devonian, Carboniferous 
and Jurassic ages the Ganoids attained great development, and that they 
subsequently dwindled away—giving place to the Teleosts—until now 
they are represented by but seven genera on the face of the globe. 

Of existing Ganoids, by far the larger number are found in North 
America. Five of the seven genera occur on this continent, and four of 
the five nowhere else. The living Ganoids are distributed among the 
genera Lepidosteus (Gar-pikes), Amia (Dog-fish of the Lakes), Accipenser 
(Sturgeons), Scaphirhynchus (Shovel-fish), and Spatularia (Paddle-fish)— 
all of which are North American—and Polypterus and Calamichthys, 
found in Africa. 

The persistence of the ancient fishes in North America is doubtless 
due to the fact that certain parts of this continent are the oldest known 
portions of the earth’s surface. The Canadian highlands have, so far as 
we know, never been submerged since the beginning of the Silurian, and 
nearly all of the interval between the Mississippi and Atlantic has 
existed as dry land since the close of the Carboniferous age. Hence, 
though exposed to extremé alternations of climate—as in the Tertiary and 
Glacial periods—parts of our continent have apparently always remained 
as asylums where some representatives of its ancient tribes of fishes have 
found a safe retreat, and where the chain of descent has been unbroken 
from remote geological ages. 

A general view of the zoological relations and geological distribution 
of fossil fishes may be gathered from the following table, and the notes 
which follow it: 
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Table showing Classification and Geological Distribution of Fossil Fishes. 


PALOZOICc. MeEsozoıc. CENOZOIC. 
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a. AMIAÄR occcccccesoeneee | . 

b. Lepidosteide........... * = ® * 2 * | 2 

c. Crossopterygidee nenne | * * * ® a 

d. Chondrosteid& ........ #9 * * ® 

e. Cephalaspidee ......... * . oe 

f. Pycnodontide.......... . * i * a e oe 
ACANTHODIDE «o.cccesseeeeees * * — 
ELASMOBRANCHII ocsceeee one bE nn 

| a. Squalli.......cossecesceees ® * * & * * ® * 
b. Raj ......cccscooer ccvees . * ® . a 
c. Chimeeroidi ............ * fp * ur * u * 


MARSIPOBRANCHIT ecccccscces * 
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So far as is at present known, no fishes belonging to the orders Pharyngo- 
branchit or Marsipobranchit have been found in the fossil state. This is 
probably due to the soft and perishable nature of their skeletons and 
integuments. It is evident that no traces of Amphioxus would remain 
if buried in sediments at the bottom of the water it inhabits; and the 
same is true of the Hag (Myzine), though if Lampreys existed in former 
times it is somewhat singular that no traces of their horny teeth should 
have been discovered. 
~The Elasmobranchit seem to be represented in the earliest traces of 
fishes known, and they have continued to exist in large numbers, and 
apparently with no very radical change of structure, from the Devonian © 
and Carboniferous ages to the present day. From the fact that the skele- 
ton in the Elasmobranchit is generally cartilaginous, it has almost always 
disappeared in the process of fossilization ; and the more indestructible or- 
gans—the teeth, spines, and dermal tubercles—have alone resisted decay. 
These are also usually disconnected and often widely separated. Hence 
it is exceedingly difficult to say with certainty to what order of Elasmo- 
branchs many of these disjecta membra belong—whether the fishes that 
wore them were Sharks, Rays or Chimeroids. The teeth will, however, 
frequently permit us to decide this question, and it would seem that the 
most ancient Elasmobranchs were mainly sharks. Of these we find great 
numbers of spines, teeth and dermal ossicles in the sediments of the Car- 
boniferous sea, and many, though not as many, in those of the Devonian 
and Upper Silurian. The teeth of these ancient sharks present all the 
varieties of crushing, cutting and piercing organs; and it’ seems that 
there was even a greater variety among the sharks of the ancient seas 
than in those of the present day. It will also be remarked, that these 
old-time sharks were much more generally provided with defensive 
spines; some of which attained dimensions entirely unparalleled in our 
present: fauna. Another characteristic of this ancient group of carti- 
laginous fishes is, that their superficial bony organs were generally highly 
ornamented. The spines to which I have referred are often most elegantly 
sculptured, and the dermal tubercles are embellished in various ways toa 
degree rarely observed in living species. Agassiz has shown that a large 
part of the ancient sharks are zoologically allied to Cestracion—the Port 
Jackson shark—-so that this isolated genus, of which there are now but two 
or three species, may be considered, like the Ganoids and Chimerroids, 
asa relic of a fauna once immensely developed, but now on the eve of 
total extinction. 

The Chimeeroids are now represented by the two genera Chimera and 
Callorhynchus—two species only of the former and one of the latter being 
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known. Numerous teeth of extinct Chimsroids have been found in the 
Tertiary, Cretaceous and Jurassic rocks of the Old World, and it was 
long ago shown by Sir Philip Egerton, who described these fossil forms 
under the names of Edaphodon, Passalodon, etc., that the Chimeroids 
were numerous and attained large size in the Mesozoic seas. But up to the 
date of the publication of this report, no unmistakable remains of Chi- 
meeroids have been announced as discovered in Paleozoic rocks. It will 
be seen, however, that in the fossils which are figured and described in 
the present volume as different species of Rhynchodus, we have satisfactory 
proof of the existence in the Devonian seas of Chimeroids, apparently 
closely resembling in structure the best known of the more recent Holo- 
cephali. As has been remarked elsewhere, the Conodonts obtained by 
Pander from the Lower Silurian rocks of Russia, were described by him 
as the teeth of Elasmobranchs, and as affording evidence of the existence 
of sharks or rays at a much earlier period in the world’s history than had 
been before suspected. Since the character of these organs is still under 
discussion, they can not be accepted as conclusive evidence of the truth 
of Prof. Pander’s generalization. 

The Ganoidet. The order of Ganoids,as at present constituted, includes 
among its living and fossil genera a multitude of forms, some of which 
seem to have very little in common. The most striking characteristics 
of the living Ganoids are the possession of bony or horny scales covered 
with enamel, the multiple valves of the bulbus arteriosus, the non-decus- 
sating optic nerves, and the abdominal ventral fins. It has also been 
ascertained that they generally have unequally-lobed or heterocercal 
tails, in which the vertebral column is prolonged into the superior lobe. 
The latter character is, however, by no means universal; although, so far 
as known, the caudal fins of Ganoids differ in structure from those of 
Teleosts. Whatever differences they may exhibit among themselves, 
they may in all cases be said to be vertebrated ; that is, penetrated toa 
greater or less degree by the extension of the vertebral column; but in 
many of the Ganoids of ancient times (e. g. Celacanthint) the tail was 
equally divided by the prolongation of the spine—a phase of structure 
to which McCoy has applied the term diphycercal. 

A large part of the Ganoids, both living and extinct, are provided with 
a coat of mail in a series of rhomboidal, bony and enameled scales, of 
which a typical example may be seen in the Gar-pike (Lepidosteus). But 
to this prevalent character we have a striking exception in the “ Dog- 
fish” of the lakes (Amia calva), which is an undoubted Ganoid, but is 
provided with thin, circular, imbricated scales, very similar to those of 
most osseous fishes. On recurring to the past history of the order, we 
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find both of these varieties so fully represented in fossil forms that we are 
able to arrange them in two great groups—the Cycliferous and Rhom- 
biferous Ganoids. If it contained only these two forms, the order of 
Ganoidei would be well defined; but we must make it hold among living 
fishes the strange group composed of the Sturgeon, the Shovel-fish and 
the Paddle-fish, in which the body is either naked or covered with large 
plates, and is never, properly speaking, scaled. To these fishes the 
name Chondrostean Ganoids is given, from the preponderance of cartilage 
in their structure. The co-ordination of the extinct forms with those I 
have enumerated is a matter of no little difficulty, since they present 
marked peculiarities in their exoskeletons, and their internal anatomy 
is necessarily unknown. By Prof. Huxley the order of Ganoidei, when 
made to include both fossil and living forms, is divided into the following 
sub-orders : 

1. The Amiadz, having a single representative in the rivers and lakes 
of North America (Amia calva), and no member of the group is certainly 
known to exist in a fossil state. The characteristics of this sub-order, as 
given by Huxley, are cycloid scales, preoperculum, single median jugu- 
lar plate, branchiostegal rays, non-lobate paired fins, and heterocercal tail. 

2. The Lepidosteide include fishes which have rhomboidal, enameled 
scales, a preoperculum, branchiostegal rays, non-lobate paired fins, and 
heterocercal tails. Fishes of this group occur in the rivers and lakes of 
North America. Several species of the genus Lepidosteus also occur in 
Tertiary rocks. In the Cretaceous, Jurassic and Triassic strata, the 
Lepidosteide are represented by numerous genera—Dapedius, Lepidotus, 
Zchmodus, etc.—and in the Paleozoic formations by Palzoniscus, Amblyp- 
terus and Eurylepis in the Carboniferous, and perhaps Cheirolepis in the 
Devonian. 

3. The Crossopterygidx. The most striking character in this group is 
found in the paired fins, which are lobate; that is, having their solid, 
central portions covered with scales, and appearing like prolongations of 
the abdominal walls. The scales may be cycloid or rhomboid. The 
dorsal fins are either two in number, or, if single, very long, or composed 
of many subdivisions. There are no branchiostegal rays, the jugular 
plates are two principal, with sometimes several supplementary ones. 
The tail may be heterocercal or traversed centrally by the vertebral 
column (diphycercal). The only members of the sub-order now living 
are Polypterus of the Nile, and Calamichthys, which inhabits the rivers 
of Senegal. One of the most remarkable groups of this sub-order, found 
in the fossil state, is that which has been designated as the family of 
Celacanthini. The fishes of this group are found in the Chalk, where 
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they are represented by Macropoma, in the Jurassic, represented by Un- 
dina, and in the Permian and Carboniferous, where the genus Calacanthus 
occurs, of which three species are described in the present volume. 

All of these last-mentioned fishes are characterized by hollow fin-rays 
—whence their name—and by paired, elliptical, jugular plates, two dor- 
sals which are sustained by palmated, inter-spinous bones, and by diphy- 
cercal tails, through which the vertebral column extends, and bears at 
its extremity a minute, supplementary caudal fin. In the Devonian and 
Carboniferous formations a large number of genera represent the Crossop- 
terygide, viz.: Osteolepis, Diplopterus, Glyptolemus, Megalichthys, Holop- 
tychius, Rhizodus, Dipterus, Phaneropleuron, and probably the American 
genus Onychodus. In some of the fishes of this sub-order the bodies of 
the vertebree are ossified, and it is the opinion of Prof. Huxley that the 
passage from the Fishes to the Amphibians was through this group. 

4. The Chondrostecde. In the fishes of this sub-order the body is 
naked, or more generally protected by bony plates, which cover more or 
less of the surface. Neither the pectoral nor the ventral fins are lobate. 
The branchiostegal rays are few or absent; the tail is heterocercal. The 
teeth are small or absent. In this group are the sturgeons (Accipenser) 
which inhabit the rivers of all the northern hemisphere, and Spatularia 
and Scaphirhynchus, found only in North America. These constitute all 
the living members of the sub-order. In the Jurassic rocks the stur- 
geons are represented by Chondrosteus, and, as I think, in the Devonian, 
by Macropetalichthys. 

5. The Cephalaspide. These form a remarkable group of fishes which 
occur only in the Devonian and Upper Silurian rocks, and include, per- 
haps, the oldest well-defined fishes yet known. The tpye of this sub- 
order is Ccphalaspis, which has been made well known to the students of 
geology through the descriptions given by Agassiz and Hugh Miller. In 
Cephalaspis the head and anterior portions of the body were covered by a 
broad, shovel-shaped, bony shield. The posterior portion was scaled. 
The other members of the group are Pteraspis, Auchenaspis, Menaapra, 
Scaphaspis, etc. They are all small, and their relations to living fishes 
are quite uncertain. Prof. Huxley has pointed out the resemblance 
which they bear to the Chondrosteans ; comparing Cephalaspis with Scap- 
hirhynchus, and Pteraspis with Spatularia. It is a somewhat remarkable 
fact that, with the exception of one well-marked species of Cephalaspis 
(C. Dawsont), found by Dr. Dawson in the Devonian rocks of Gaspe, 
none of the Cephalaspide have been discovered in America.* 





* An exhaustive monograph of the Cephalaspidz has been published by Messrs. 
Lancaster & Powrie in the volumes of the Palseontographical Society for 1870-71. 
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6. The Placodermi. This is the name given by Pander to the group of 
fossil fishes called Placoganouls by Owen, which includes Coccosteus, Pter- 
ichthys, Asterolepis and Heterostius of Pander, and also the gigantic fishes, 
for the first time fully described in this report, and found as yet only in 
the Devonian rocks of Ohio—Dinichthys and Aspidichthys. In the Placo- 
derms, the head and anterior portions of the body were protected by 
bony plates, which were for the most part united by sutures, and had 
the external surface studded with points or bosses of enamel. The pos- 
terior portion of the body was either naked, or covered with angular, 
enameled scales. The vertebral column was generally cartilaginous ; 
but a Cocrosteus, with true bony vertebre, is reported to have been re- 
cently discovered.* | 

The remains of these singular fishes were first found in Russia (1813) 
by Prof. Asmuss; and by him and by Prof. Eichwald several genera 
were described under the names of Asterolepis, Bothriolepis, Homostius and 
Heterostius. The fragmentary condition of the specimens upon which 
these descriptions were based created considerable confusion of nomen- 
clature. Asterolepis of Eichwald is now known as Pterichthys, and Homos- 
tus has been superseded by Asterolepis ; the last two names having been 
firmly fixed to the icthyolites which now bear them by the graphic de- 
scriptions of Hugh Miller. Similar fossil fishes have since been found 
in considerable numbers in Scotland by Miller, Peach and others, in 
Bohemia by Barrande, and in this country by the writer. No well- 
marked specimens of Pterichthys, Coccosteus or Asterolepis have yet been 
met with in America, but I have a few detached plates, obtained from 
the Corniferous limestone at Delaware, which probably belong to Coccos- 
teus; and the great fishes of the Huron shale, described in this report 
under the names of Dinichthys and Aspidichthys, exhibit such resemblances 
in structure to the Placoderms of the Old World, that we are compelled 
to place them in the same sub-order. 

The Placoderms are eminently characteristic of the Devonian age; 
and the larger members of the group were not only the most highly 
organized, but were, from their size and armament, the most formidable 
of then existing animals. 

The affinities of the Placodermi are still matters of doubt and discussion 
among zoologists. The cartilaginous condition of the vertebral column is 
the only feature in their structure that indicates a low or embryonic or- 
ganization; and this is a character of somewhat doubtful significance. 
The vertebre are also reported to have been sometimes ossified, as in the 


* Murchison’s Siluria, p. 478. 
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case referred to above. The amount of true bony tissue that com- 
posed their cephalic, dorsal and ventral shields, and their massive 
jaws, was far in excess of that secreted by most of our so-called bony 
fishes. Prof. Huxley, who has discussed this question with charac- 
teristic sagacity, compares the bony armor of the Placoderms with that 
of the plated Siluroids, and is disposed to consider them as connecting 
links between the physostome Teleosts—the highest of the order—and 
the typical Ganoids. 

7. The Acanthodidz. These were small fusiform fishes, of which the 
remains are not rare in the Paleozoic strata of the Old World, but have 
never yet been met with in America. Their geological range is from the 
base of the Devonian to the Permian. A large number of species have 
been described by Agassiz, Sir Philip Egerton, Mr. Powrie, Profs. Kner, 
Roemer and others, in the genera Acanthodes, Diplacanthus, Climatius, 
Parexus, etc. 

The Acanthodians derive their name from the numerous and relatively 
large spines which are set at the anterior margins of the fins, and else- 
where on the body. These spines are implanted in the integuments 
like those of sharks; and like them also are often ornamented and some 
times set with rows of denticles. The surface of the body in the Acan- 
thodians was covered with closely-set, shagreen-like scales; the spine was 
“notochordal,” and the cranium mostly cartilaginous. 

By Prof. Agassiz the Acanthodians were regarded as Ganoids; but Mr. 
Powrie considers them as Elasmobranchs, while Prof. Huxley is disposed 
to regard them as annectant forms between the Elasmobranchs and 
Ganoids. 

8. The Pycnodontidz are also fishes of somewhat questionable rela- 
tions, though generally considered as Ganoids. In form and in some 
points of structure they resemble the Plectognath-Teleosts— Balistes, 
Ostracion, ete.—but the spinal column was cartilaginous, and the denti- 
tion consisted of a series of bony and enameled bosses set in a kind of 
pavement, and adapted to crushing mollusks and crustaceans. The 
Pycnodonts range from the base of the Carboniferous series to the Ter- 
tiary, but are now all extinct. Few Pycnodont fishes have as yet been 
found in the rocks of America. I have identified Platysomus among the 
fossils collected from the Coal Measures of Illinois, and have seen the 
teeth of undescribed Pycnodonts collected from the Lower Carboniferous 
of Arizona by Mr. G. K. Gilbert, from the Cretaceous of Brazil by Prof. 
Hartt, and from the Green Sand of New Jersey by Prof, Marsh. 
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II. GEOLOGICAL AND GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION OF OUR 
FOSSIL FISHES. 


FISHES OF THE SILURIAN SYSTEM. 


Most students of geology are aware that the remains of fishes are re- 
ported as occurring in considerable numbers in the Upper Silurian rocks 
of Europe, and that it is generally believed that no traces of fishes have 
been discovered in the Lower Silurian strata of any country; and also 
that in America no fishes have been met with in strata of earlier date 
than the Devonian age. While statements of this purport correctly ex- 
press the present state of our knowledge on this subject, they require a 
word of explanation and perhaps of qualification. 

That there were no fishes in our Lower Silurian seas, seems indicated 
by their entire absence from the abundant and carefully made collections 
of fossils that have been obtained from our Trenton and Cincinnati 
limestones. The exposures of the Cincinnati group, for example, are so 
numerous and ample, and they have been studied with such indus- 
try and care, that it seems improbable, if any remains of fishes exist in 
this formation, that they should have been overlooked. The fidelity 
with which even the most delicate mollusks, radiates and crustaceans 
have been preserved in the sediments of our old Silurian seas, goes far 
to prove, that if any vertebrates had inhabited these seas, at least some. 
fragments of them would have remained. It should be remembered, 
however, that all the evidence hitherto obtained on this subject is nega- 
tive. Not a millionth part of the deposit from the great Trenton sea 
has been yet exposed to our observation; and it may happen again, as it 
has happened so often already, that some fortunate discovery will revo- 
lutionize, or at least modify, all our notions in regard to the fauna of the 
earlier geological ages. 

In Russia, Prof. Pander has discovered in Lower Silurian strata a 
multitude of tooth-like organs, which he announced to be the teeth of 
fishes ; and if this conclusion were accepted, the dawn of ichthyic life 
would be carried far backward in geological history. It should be said, 
however, that the views of Prof. Pander in regard to his Conodonts have 
not been accepted by other paleontologists ; as the denticles which he re- 
garded as the teeth of fishes have, by Owen and others, been considered 
as more probably the teeth of mollusks, or as spinous appendages of 
crustaceans. 
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In regard to the fishes of the European Upper Silurian rocks, there 
can be no doubt. In England twelve species have been described, from 
the Upper and Lower Ludlow rocks, and from the passage beds between 
the Silurian and Devonian systems, viz: 


1. Auchenaspis ormalus....n. ceeccecoe sannunnun ses ccecee seceecees cesses sereesees cacees Egerton. 
2. 4. Salteri zus cee cce ences cen cee seecen snnenunn cee nen see enseeeaeaes sannen ces “ 

3. Cephalaspis Murchisoni...senenssenerenenennene nun ann cecsuansues sen ann cuveeveee sas ‘6 

4. Onchus Murchisoni 20.0.0... cccces esses cecnee cee nam nennen cen ccossessesceeee see era ces coe APOSS. 
5. 0. LEnUistrialuß oo .es cee eee cee nee snnnnanenunsmannen nun nannten nun consee cecesensesesenee ff 
6. Plectrodus mirabilis... ccc ceccccee cee ceccssescssnccessccesecceesecepees ses ceccsnnscssonene ff 
7. P. pustuliferuß can cee cee cee cecsncee coe sassssesesncce sen nnensessnsnsnansenenn nee of 
8. Pteraspis Barnkst...... ccc ccc sec ccc cee cee cee cee cee cen sescnsen cas sen nenn UK. and Salt. 
9. P. Laudensis ... szene ee nee cee cee ceneen censseecesssecenseesacnae cos see seeseees are Alter, 
10. P. EPUNCOLUS en an sec sen cee ceececes cee cee ceeceeesansssssessossessececesee Aux. and Salt. 
11. Sphagodus pristodontus.........sccecce ser csecscsseces soe son seccsees sas sssaseceseessece cos en APASS, 
12. Thelodus Parvidens.......sscsccecee uno cercesssences one seccesrscescnsssssenccescnces see nennen 0 


Of these the oldest is Pt. Ludensis, Salter, from the Lower Ludlow rocks, 
and this is the most ancient vertebrate now known. The fossils described 
by Agassiz, under the name of Plectrodus (figured in “Siluria,” Pl. 
XXXV.), are considered by Dr. J. Harley to be the “ posterior spines of 
the cephalic plates of some Cephalaspidian fish,” but by Mr. Salter are 
regarded as true jaws; and he suggests that they may form the dentition 
of Cephalaspis or Pteraspis. 

Sphagodus and Thelodus of Agassiz are undoubtedly the dermal tuber- 
cles (shagreen) of Selachians, perhaps of the fishes of which the spines 
are called Onchus. 

In Russia a large number of genera and species of fossil fishes have 
been found in Upper Silurian strata. These have been described by 
Eichwald* and by Dr. C. H. Pander.t They were obtained mainly from 
the Island of Oesel, and from strata supposed to represent the Ludlow 
and Wenlock rocks of England. Forty-three species of Silurian fishes 
are enumerated as occurring in Russia; of which one only is reported to 
have been derived from the equivalent of the Wenlock limestone, the 
others all coming from the Ludlow beds. It should be said, however, 
that this long list of species is, for the most part, based upon fragments 
only, and in all probability several of these were portions of the same 
fish ; so that it doubtless exaggerates the richness of the ichthyic fauna 
of the Silurian seas of Russia. 


* Bulletin de la Soc. Imp. des Natur., Moscow. 
t Monographie der Fossilen Fische des Silurischen Systems, etc., St. Petersb. 
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Prof. Barrande has given us, in his splendid illustrations of the Silurian 
fauna of Bohemia, descriptions of six species of fossil fishes, viz: 


Asterolepis BoRemicus.........ceccscccscsesscnsccececes onananaen anunsnune soeceones sossesaes sesese Bar 
Coccosteus Ag ssizti.....cs.c sennonenn centecons cnsceeces sasccecen consenens sesseeces snansnne nunenn “ 
C. Früschi ....cccc0 cesccccce conccnccnseesesesecucscucse cece sans senvensee ss keen eacece “ 
C. PTUMNUS ..uuunsenenesennnnnnunne sunsnnnen seccoeses conesesee ansanusnn soseaeees sesanecesos “ 
Ctenacanthus Bohemicus....zuuus anennn sescnsceecccces covacsecs nenonnnen senses cncnee ceseee nn ne e“ 
Gompholepis Panderi...... suause nenn cececeseeetssecnes coceee annnnn anne cae secees cesses eeeees “ 


Of these, Coccosteus primus occurs only in Barrande’s Etage F, Cten. 
Bohemicus in F and G, the others in G only. 

It will be nuticed that the English genera of Silurian fishes are all 
wanting in Bohemia, and that Asterolepis, Coccosteus and Ctenacanthus of 
the Bohemian list are characteristic of the Devonian strata of England. 

Prof. Giebel has announced the discovery of numerous fragments of 
fossil fishes in the Upper Silurian strata of the Hartz, and has described 
three species, viz: 


Dendrodus lavi8 .ccccccccccscceccecceccsccscccccetctecsseccee sevcuseecesseseescsccvcececeesecs Gieb. 
Ctenoptychius Hercyni .....0.ccccccscseccevccsccccenscoessene neces senses scoues sensor snsenn “ 
Cienacanthus abnormis ...ccccceccecccccccce ceccececccceccceacccececeseussecsecsessssevececs “ 


These come from the extreme summit of the Silurian system or the 
base of the Devonian. 

From these facts it will be seen that in various parts of Europe the 
remains of fishes are met with in greater or less abundance in Upper 
Silurian rocks; but if we exclude the Conodonts of Pander, of which 
the zoological relations are doubtful, no fishes have been as yet any 
where found in strata ot Lower Silurian age. 

As has been already stated, no unequivocal fish remains have as yet 
been discovered even in the Upper Silurian of America, although such 
discoveries have from time to time been reported. Some of these reported 
cases require a word of explanation. 

Sir Charles Lyell, in his “Travels in North America” (English edi- 
tion, Vol. II., p. 37), says that he was informed by Prof. H. D. Rogers 
that he and his brother (Prof. W. B. Rogers) “had traced the scales of 
fishes through strata of Clinton age from the south-western part of Vir- 
ginia to the north branch of the Susquehanna, in Pennsylvania ;” but 
no such statement is made by Prof. Rogers in his “Geology of Pennsyl- 
vania”; and indeed he says distinctly (Vol. II., p. 824) that the oldest 
remains of fishes known to him are such as occur in the Corniferous 
limestone. | 

Prof. James Hall has described and figured, under the name of Onchux 
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Deweyi, what he considered the dorsal spines of fishes from the Clinton 
of New York (Pal&ontology of New York, Vol. II., p. 320, pl. 71); but it 
is now generally admitted that these are the spines of crustaceans and 
not of fishes. 

The fish spine figured by Hugh Miller— Footprints of the Creator,” 
p. 143, copied from the American Journal of Science, 2d Ser., Vol. I, p. 
62, and referred to the Onondaga salt-group—is really from the Onondaga 
limestone, the lower member of the Corniferous. The specimen figured is 
the upper extremity of Machzracanthus major, of which a description 
and figure are given in another portion of this report. 

I have elsewhere shown that the specimen of Macropetalichthys ob- 
tained near Madison, Indiana, described by Drs. Owen and Norwood, 
and which was referred by these gentlemen, and, following them, by 
Murchison and Owen, to the Upper Silurian, was in fact found in the 
Corniferous limestone. 

These are, I believe, all the cases which have been cited of the occur- 
rence of fish remains in the Upper Silurian rocks of America, and each 
of these has been proved to be a mistake; so that I am fully justified in 
saying that, up to the present time, no fish remains have been found in 
American Silurian strata. As the progress of life seems to have been 
nearly the same in all parts of the world, and the most remarkable par- 
allelism has been found to prevail between the faunas and floras of each 
of the great geological systems in Europe and America, it was to be ex- 
pected that the remains of fishes would be found on both continents at 
nearly the same horizon. There is indeed a strong probability that 
some traces of fishes will hereafter be found in our Upper Silurian strata, 
but if any such exist, they have, as yet, escaped detection. 

The zoological relations of the Silurian fishes have been referred to in 
another place, and I will only allude to them here, in order that the life 
history of the Class of Fishes may be properly connected with the suc- 
cession of events which constitute the physical history of the globe. 

The fishes found in the Upper Silurian rocks of England belong to 
two very distinct groups, viz., the Placoderms and the Elasmobranchs. 
Of these, the first includes that singular series of armor-clad fishes, such 
as Pleraspis, Cephalaspis, Pterichthys, Coccosteus, etc., in which the head and 
vital portions of the body were protected by bony, tuberculated plates. 
The Elasmobranchs (Placoids of Agassiz) include the shark, rays and 
chimeeras, in which the skeleton is almost entirely cartilaginous, and 
the only true bony appendages are the teeth, the dermal ossicles (sha- 
green) and the dorsal spines. These spines are the largest bony organs, 
and such as are most frequently found in the fossil state. The spines of 
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a Selachian called Onchus, and the cephalic buckler of a small Placo- 
derm, Pteraspis, from the Lower Ludlow rocks, constitute the oldest re- 
mains of fishes found in Great Britain. These are mentioned, as sim- 
ilar forms are to be looked for in our Upper Silurian rocks. The fin 
spines of Onchus indicate an affinity with the spined sharks which were 
s0 common in the Carboniferous and Jurassic seas, and which are now 
represented by the Port Jackson shark (Cestracion). All these were car- 
tilaginous fishes, and they are thought by some zoologists to hold a low 
place in the scale of being, as we might naturally expect of the earliest 
appearing of the class of Fishes. By other, and, perhaps, equally good 
authority, they are assigned a relatively high place. They are certainly 
far removed from the most embryonic and rudimentary forms of fishes, 
Amphioxus, Petromyzon, etc. The affinities of the Placoderms are not yet 
fylly established. Prof. Huxley is inclined to connect the peculiar group 
of small buckler-headed fishes which form the sub-order Cephalaspide 
with the sturgeons; while Coccosteus, Pterichthys and the larger Placo- 
derms he compares with the living Siluroids, and is disposed to regard 
them as being connecting links between the scaled Ganoids and Teleosts. 
This conclusion has been strengthened by the recent discovery of a 
specimen of Coccosteus with ossified vertebre (referred to p. 207). 

Prof. Owen, speaking of the fish spines found in the Upper Silurian 
of England (Onchus Murchisoni and O. semistriatus), says: ‘“‘ We may infer 
‘that there co-existed a larger and more powerful predatory fish against 
whose attacks the Onchus was thus defended.” This inference seems to 
me unwarranted, as the fishes of the Silurian were living under the 
“Reign of Mollusks,” and the Cephalopods of both the Lower and Upper 
Silurian seas, from their numbers and size, must have been formidable 
enemies to such fishes as Onchus. The Cephalopod, the pneumatic ap- 
paratus of which we now call Orthoceras Titan, must have weighed some 
tons; and if at all like his congeners of the present day—the cuttle- 
fishes—was capable of easily overcoming any Palsozoic fish. 


FISHES OF THE DEVONIAN ROCKS. 


As has been already stated, the oldest remains of fishes yet found in 
America are obtained from the Devonian rocks. This formation has 
now furnished us with a long list of genera and species, part of which 
have been heretofore described by myself; part are described for the 
first time in this report; and still others, of which more or less complete 
portions have been obtained, remain for further study. 
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FISHES OF THE CORNIFEROUS LIMESTONE. 


The first reference made to the ichthyic fauna of the Corniferous, so 
far as I can learn, is in the ‘Geology of the State of New York,” Part 
IV., p. 174, 1843. There a nearly complete specimen of Machzracan- 
thus sulcatus, Newb., is figured, and recognized by Prof. Hall as an ichthy- 
odorulite. In the review of the Geology of New York (Am. Jour. of Sci., 
2d Ser., Vol. I., p. 162), another species of the same genus is figured, with- 
out name or description. It apparently represents, however, the upper 
portion of a spine of Machzracanthus major, Newb. 

The next allusion to the Corniferous fishes is formed by the “ Descrip- 
tion of a new Fossil Fish from the Paleozoic rocks of Indiana,” by J. G. 
Norwood, M.D., and D. D. Owen, M.D. (Am. Jour. of Sci., 2d Ser., Vol. L, 
p. 867). This is based upon the cranium of a fish obtained from the Cor- 
niferous limestone, near Madison, Indiana.* The description is vague, 
and in many points erroneous. The figure is also very poor, but it is 
easy to see from it that the authors of the paper had before them an 
exceedingly imperfect specimen of the ichthyic cranium, since so fre- 
quently met with in Ohio, and for which I have felt compelled to retain 
their somewhat unwieldy name of Macropetalichthys. 

In 1851 David Christy, Esq., exhibited to the American Association, 
at its meeting in Cincinnati, a jaw, with teeth, taken from the Cornif- 
erous limestone at Delaware, Ohio. This is referred to by Prof. Agassiz, 
in his report on the vertebrate fossils exhibited at that meeting, “as the 
jaw of an unknown Ganoid fish.” To this fish I have since given the 
name of Onychodus sigmoides, and it will be found described and illus- 
trated in another portion of this volume. 

In 1853 a brief popular description of the head of Macropetalichthys 
was given by myself in the Annals of Science, Vol. I., p. 12. Figures 
were given also, in this article, of two teeth, which, because found in 
proximity to the cranium, were supposed to appertain to it, but we have 
since learned that they belong to another fish (Onychodus), and so far as 
at present known, Macropetalichthys was toothless. 

In 1854 some interesting and beautiful specimens of Machxracanthus were 
exhibited by Prof. Wm. Hopkins at the meeting of the American Associa- 


* This specimen was supposed by Messrs. Owen and Norwood to have been ob- 
tained from Upper Silurian rocks, but we now know that it was found in the Cornif- 
erous limestone. The error has been perpetuated by references made to Prof. Owen’s 
article in Silliman’s Journal, by Murchison, Owen, and other European writers. It 
is corrected on another page, where it is shown to be one of the many fictitious in- 
stances reported of the discovery of fishes in our Upper Silurian. 
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tion for the Advancement of Science. Of these specimens, figures and a 
brief popular notice are given in the “ Proceedings” of this meeting, p. 287. 
They were obtained from the Corniferous limestone at Auburn, Cayuga 
county, and Waterloo, Seneca county, New York. 

In 1857 a communication was made by the writer to the National In- 
stitute, on the “ Fossil Fishes of the Devonian Rocks of Ohio.” This 
paper was printed in the Bulletin of the National Institute for 1857. It 
contains descriptions of the following species: 


Macropetalichthys Manni... ccc. cccccscoccsccscssccvcss ccccen aecececesces nennen nennen armen Newb 
M. Sullivanti zeeenenuononsaneneunne ces one neun ee see eeesee ceases eae seeeouss “ 
Onychodus Hopkinsü.....ncessue sen covccssecescocces cnneve nenne cutee ann ern ern nen sen sen ne 
0. SITMOIdES ... nen vee ccacee cue ces cesceeces seecucecoesas ann ern sae sansunnnmsmenn nun 


Peammodus antiquus............0 een as nennen sassnsasasansie cassis sueaensesaeansneansneataneen 


M. POCTACULUS.. ... sesesece ses ceensescesesecnsatscsessess nenn nnnunmnnnunnsnsensnnen nenn 
M. KULCCLUB ...ccccscsecesesscessssceccesss es ann ceseceses vencnseces son sescescsssnstersesecs 
Oracanthus fragilis... ...ssssssecsecssesssas ses csesesee sss scecensesasacceeseseseensncnesnsssarstsseecscenense 
0. granulalus.....snessaenesnenenennenssessensnensnnenessnnnuannnenen sus ansennnnenennnunennsnensnnsnntt “6 
0. multiserintus ..ecceccececesece cee vescecesccssec ces sacssesesscseccssesscescseesecsccssassesecseses 
0. abbreriatus ceesessnannennannesunneesnsnsnsnsnuenunenunnnnensnunsnnessansnunneensununnnnenannnunnnannnsn ‘s 


In the progress of the Geological Survey of Canada, well-marked 
specimens of Machxracanthus were found at Gaspe, which, through the 
kindness of: Prof. Dawson, I have had an opportunity of examining. 

A very fine collection of the ichthyolites of the Corniferous limestone 
of Delaware county, Ohio, was made some years since by Dr. Mann, of 
New Milford. A part of these were described by me in the paper read 
before the National Institute. Others yet remain to be described. Dr. 
Mann’s ¢ollection is now in the museum of the Wesleyan University at 
Delaware, Ohio. | 

I should also mention among the fish remains of the Corniferous lime- 
stone a peculiar and interesting specimen obtained by Mr. G. K. Gilbert 
at Sylvania, Lucas county, Ohio. This seems to be a dorso-median plate 
ofa Placoderm. It is about eight inches in length and breadth, rounded 
at one end, emarginate at the other, and evidently represents a hitherto 
unknown genus and species. 

In this connection I will call attention to a bone-bed contained in the 
Corniferous limestone at North Vernon, Indiana. We here find consider- 
able portions of the rock—a sheet sometimes two inches in thickness— 
in large part made up of dermal tubercles and teeth of Selachians. This 
deposit is the more remarkable from the fact that the remains of sharks 
are comparatively rare elsewhere in the Corniferous limestone: a single 
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mass of dermal tubercles, found by Mr. Hertzer at Delaware, forming the 
only other instance known to me. 

Perhaps the most interesting discovery that has ever been made 
among the fishes of the Corniferous limestone, is that of Chimeroids, for 
the first time announced in this volume. As is well known, the group 
of Holocephali is represented in our present seas only by the genera 
Chimera and Callorhynchus. Of the former genus, one species only is 
known; of the latter, two. The remains of Chimeroids have been found 
in Secondary and Tertiary strata in the Old World, and of these Sir 
Philip Egerton has described several genera (Edaphodon, Passalodon, etc.), 
the oldest having been obtained from the Jurassic rocks. In the genus 
Rhynchodus, however, of which the teeth have been found in several 
localities in Ohio, we have what seems to me good evidence of the exist- 
ence of Chimeroids in the Corniferous sea. The specimens here referred 
to will be found described in detail in another part of this report, and it 
will be seen that they possess considerable zoological, as well as geologi- 
cal, interest. | 

The spines which I have described under the name of Machxracanthus 
are quite unlike any defensive organs worn by the fishes of the present 
day, and are also unlike any fish spines that have been described from 
any of the formations that have yielded the remains of fishes. I have 
elsewhere given the reasons for supposing them to be the spines of 
Selachians, and probably the defenses of the pectoral fins. If this 
was their true nature, they are without example in our recent fauna. It 
seems, however, that the armament of the sharks which inhabited the 
ancient seas was more complete than that of those of the present day. 
Very few of the living sharks have dorsal spines, but their abundance 
in some of the geological formations would seem to indicate that they 
were worn by a majority of the ancient sharks. The significance of this 
apparent difference we perhaps cannot fully comprehend at present, but 
it has doubtless an important zoological meaning. The changes in the 
“habits of good society,” as illustrated by our history during the last 
two centuries, may perhaps help us to explain the phenomenon. A 
hundred years ago every gentleman wore his small sword, and was s0 
prompt and skillful in its use that he who was without the weapon or 
the power to wield it, was at a great disadvantage among his fellows. 
When, therefore, the habit was general, it was necessarily universal. 
But now a general disarmament has put all members of society on an 
equality, though the sword element is entirely absent. In reviewing 
the various phases of armament, offensive and defensive, worn by the 
animals of different ages, we find such an infinite variety, and such 
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complete changes of style, that it almost seems that the caprice of fash- 
ion ruled the world in former times as now; but all this diversity was 
doubtless controlled by profound physiological laws. There can be little 
question that both utility and beauty took part in producing the varied 
results; and both sexual selection and the survival of the fittest com- 
bined to produce the variety we see.* A curious parallelism is discover- 
able in the changing styles and in the effectiveness of cotemporaneous 
offensive and defensive armor; and we see that all through the ages the 
same contest has been maintained, that is now going on between our 
improved projectiles and plate-armor.’ It is a singular fact that in the 
spine of Machxracanthus we have nearly the same principle of con- 
struction as in our bayonets. Machsracanthus is really a double bayo- 
net; that is, a blade strengthened by two longitudinal central ridges, 
the material being economized by making the slopes from the ridges to 
the margins concave. 

In reviewing the ichthyic fauna of the Corniferous limestone, we find 
that it includes, besides some impertectly known material, the following 
elements : 


ELASMOBRA NCHS. 
Machzracanthus major .....cscorcceeecccsovenecncsceseccesenssee sonseeens coeeessees ceseeees Newb. 
M. . SUTCALUS voce sesennnnennennsnennennnunnnesnnunnnnnnnnnennesnunerann sesveaees “ 
M. PETACULUB BRPPSREPEEPPRPEFTEPEPFERTLETELFELTLIDELETETELDEILTETELRLRTERRLERLTE “ 
Rhynchodus frangens .....0-secccvcceccsconssccseessescvecee sense esensesseneseaseeserasens “ 
R. SECUNE secscoccccccscecscacsscscecsscnsces sasaee cesar rosescees ceneeseasceseesens “ 
R. CTABSUB zunessnnnnununuonnunssunnnnsnonsuunnensnennsann annnansunrnonnsunnsannsunne “ 
Oracanthus? fragilis .....ccsessseccesccsasseeeccennccenesecessceseecenscensseenseesessuses “ 
O.? abbreviatus zu... saunosnunnnnnsnnnnsnnunnnsonnnennnunnnosnensnsnsosunnnennne “ 
O.? granulalus..sensensssnenensnnnssnmnnnnnunnsnnnennsn secssecessesesnesseneuse “ 
Psammodus ANLQUUS... 0.0 000ecevceerecceaee ae cnccececereracceevscesensecgesseesecesssecess “ 
Cyrtacanthus dentatus.....ccccccccrccccccsees sovssccsscerscnes nonnonsssanunnarsssnssrennenn “ 
GANOIDS. 
Macropetalichthys Sullivanti......cccccccccccccsssccccncccsseren ssssccceesevacsees secceness Newb. 
M. rapheidolobis ........000::uassnssnnnnsnnnannennannennsnnansnsnnersnsnn N. & O. 
Onychodus sigmoides .......00.sessesee sosccecescccsccessscescecessscseeessane seensoeoeers Newb. 


*It is not claimed nor believed by the writer that these were the only influences 
which controlled ornamentation and armament. This is no place to discuss the 
question, but abundant instances can be cited where ornamentation at least is beyond 
the reach of any explanation afforded by either of these confessedly potent causes. 
For example, the ornamentation, both in color and form among the Radiates— 
especially in the Polyps and Echinoderms—is as elaborate and striking as in any 
other group of organic forms; and yet it must have been some times an incumbrance, 
and never an attraction, where there is no vision, and propagation is not effected by 
concurrence of the sexes. 
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Asterosterus stenocephalus zur... usnasnensanunssennnnnenunonsnannnnnnnsnnsnnn cnn seceseeeeee nen Newb. 
Acanthaspis armatus .....00c0 sennseneenennsnnsnnnsnansunsunnnnsnnenunsenssnennsannennesssene “ 
Liognathus spatulatus .......ccecseccccovsecseces cosececee snenunennanantsunsensnensmensenee “ 
Acantholepis pustulosus ......cccccccersosscecescccnecccsecenecscsssscen tecssenes ens nensennen . 
Coccosteus ? 


FISHES OF THE HAMILTON GROUP. 


It is a little singular that the Hamilton group, up to the present time, 
has yielded very few remains of fishes. This I suspect, however, is 
largely due to the fact that the exposures of this formation have not 
been carefully examined, as we generally find those things we look for, 
or rather, are unlikely to find those for which we do not make a special 
search. Several species of fish-teeth were obtained by Prof. F. H. Brad- 
ley from the Marcellus or Hamilton shales of central New York, and an 
altogether new and yet undescribed genus has been found in the Ham- 
ilton at Ithaca, New York, by Mr. H. H. Smith. I have also seen in 
the cabinet of Yale College a large plate, evidently of a Placoderm — 
and different from any one with which I am acquainted — which is said 
to have been obtained from the Hamilton of Michigan. At Delaware, 
Delaware county, Ohio, there is found a bed of calcareous clay lying 
immediately below the Huron shale and above the Corniferous lime- 
stone ; and this we have considered the representative of the Hamilton 
im central Ohio. In this shale Mr. Hertzer discovered a number of 
small concretions, each of which has a fish bone— jaw or plate —as its 
nucleus. These belong to small Placoderm fishes which are new to sci- 
ence. They will be described in a future volume of our report. 

The few specimens 1 have enumerated are all which, so far as my 
knowledge goes, the Hamilton has yielded in this country; but we have 
every reason to expect that when this formation shall be more thor- 
oughly searched, the remains of many other fishes will be found in it. 
In Ohio we can expect little from this group, as it is thin and rarely 
exposed ; but in the State of New York, where it is thicker and much 
more fully opened, there is every probability that many interesting 
things will be obtained from it. 


FISHES OF THE HURON SHALE. 


This formation — the equivalent of the Genesee and Gardeau shales of 
New York — though extending through most of the western and south- 
western States, and exposed at a thousand points, has been usually re- 
garded as the most barren of fossils of all the members of our geological 
series. This is a somewhat surprising fact, when the amount of organic 
matter contained in this great carbonaceous deposit is considered. There 
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is no doubt, however, that as a general rule the Huron is very barren 
ground for the paleontologist. That it is not always and everywhere so, 
is proven by the interesting discoveries of gigantic fossil fishes made in 
it at Delaware by Rev. H. Hertzer, and which are referred to in other 
parts of this report. The larger fishes of the Huron — Dinichthys Hert- 
seri, Aspidichthys clavatus and Ctenacanthus vetustus — are so fully described 
on succeeding pages that no analysis of their structure or affinities is 
required here. I will merely call attention, therefore, to the zoological 
aspect which they collectively present, and to the clue which they give 
us to the life of the Huron epoch. 

Of the fishes I have enumerated, Dinichthys and Aspidichthys were 
Piacoderms, and the largest and most formidable of the group yet known. 
They were probably from ten to twenty feet in length and very massive 
in form. The Ctenacanthus was the dorsal defensive spine of a shark, 
perhaps eight or ten feet long. In numbers, Dinichthys preponderates 
immensely over the others, as remains of at least a hundred individuals 
of this genus have been found, while fragments of only two or three of 
Aspidichthys are known, and the beautiful spine of Ctenacanthus vetustus 
now figured, is unique. Nothing is known of the dentition of Axpidichthys, 
nor of that of its diminutive congener Pterichthys, and therefore we can 
not speak with any confidence in regard to the nature of their food. 
But we can at least say that their plate-armor must have perfectly pro- 
tected them from attack, and they could not have served as food for other 
fishes. Dinichthys was eminently carnivorous; and we might infer from 
the extraordinary size and strength of its dental apparatus that it preyed 
upon fishes of large size, and such as offered obstinate resistance, positive 
or negative, to its attacks. The shark Ctenacanthus, whose dorsal spines 
were a foot in length, was probably carnivorous; and from the extreme 
rarity of the remains of mollusks in the formation where it is found, we 
may conclude it was not conchivorous. 

Perhaps the bony shields worn by Dinichthys were for the protection of 
the wearers against the powerful jaws of their own kin. But it is very 
improbable that the species was, to any great degree, self-devouring ; for 
the double reason that cannibalism is an offense against a far-reaching 
law of nature, and the carapaces of even the younger individuals of 
Dinichthys must have been very hard to crack, even for the all-embracing 
and massive jaws of their parents and adult relatives. 

All that we know of the economy of ichthyic life leads us to infer, 
therefore, that we have in the great fishes which I have mentioned, a 
mere fragment of the fauna of the Huron sea, and that with these there. 
were tribes of lesser fishes, some of which were vegetable feeders, and 
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these formed the base upon which the superstructure of the ichthyic 
fauna rested ; this base being in turn supported by the great mass of plant- 
life from which the carbonaceous element in this deposit was derived. 
This view is confirmed through the discovery by Mr. Hertzer of the dis- 
membered remains of several small fishes in the Huron shale at Dela- 
ware. These specimens are not numerous. nor are they quite sufficient 
for satisfactory description; but they are of interest as showing that the 
fishes yet obtained from the Huron shale formed part only, and probably 
a very small part, of the fish fauna of the Upper Devonian epoch. 

Prof. O. C. Marsh has procured some fragmentary bones of large fishes 
from the Huron at the Falls of the Ohio, which, though too imperfect 
for accurate delineation, are certainly different from any found in Ohio. 


FISHES OF THE CHEMUNG. 


No well-marked fossil fishes have as yet been found in the Erie shale 
in Ohio; but in the Chemung at Franklin, Delaware county, New York, 
the late Mr. J. M. Way collected a large number of fish remains, and 
from specimens sent me from this locality by Prof. Edward Orton, it is 


evident that it is one of the richest in fossils of this character of any 


known inthe country. Among the specimens received trom Prof. Orton, 
the most abundant are teeth of a species of Onychodus, which I have de- 
scribed under the name of O. Hopkinsit. These are smaller than the 
full-grown central teeth of O. stgmoides, and show but a single curvature. 
They are ‘scattered so thickly through the rock that a dozen may some 
times be seen on a square foot of surface. The only other fossils con- 
tained in the collection made by Prof. Orton are large plates of indeter- 
minate form—of which the exterior surfaces are marked with strong 
radiating lines of ornamentation—and fragments of jaws(?) set with 
stout conical teeth; somewhat like Plectrodus of the Upper Silurian of 
England. Both these latter forms belong to fishes yet undescribed, and 
of which the specimens I have received give me but a very imperfect 
view. I infer from some drawings formerly sent me by Prof. Orton, that 
a large variety of fish remains are to be found in the Chemung of Frank- 
lin, New York; but without better material than I have yet had access 
to, 1 am unable to say much of the very interesting suite of specimens 
collected by Mr. Way. Unfortunately, he was one of the victims of our 
late war, and his collection has been disposed of, perhaps scattered. 
The region from which these specimens were obtained is, in my judg- 
ment, one that’ promises more new material in the way of Paleozoic 
fishes than any other known in this country. In connection with the 
exploration of this district, it would be a matter of great interest to 
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trace the relation between the fish-bearing beds of the Chemung and 
the equally rich fish-beds of the Catskill, in the northern part of Penn- 
sylvania. 


FISHES OF THE CATSKILL. 


In the northern tier of counties in Pennsylvania—Susquehanna, 
Bradford, Tiogı and Potter—the Catskill group underlies the surface 
over a large area, and is well exposed in a great number of localities ; 
but it is not certain that the formation can be found in any other dis- 
trict than that to which | have referred. Here it has a maximum thick- 
ness of 400 or 500 feet, mostly red sandstones and shales. Passing north- 
ward into the State of New York, the Catskill is found to be removed 
by erosion, and while it is probable that it has some representative in 
the upper beds of the Catskill Mountains, it has not as yet been iden- 
tified there. The mass of these mountains is now known to be composed 
of Chemung rocks. In coming west from Tioga county, Pennsylvania, 
the Catskill thins out; and while it may be traced into Warren county, 
I found nothing of it nearer to the Ohio line than the valley of the Alle- 
gheny, near Warren. In most localities where it is exposed in Pennsyl- 
vania, the Catskill group is rich in the remains of fishes. These are 
generally bones and scales of ganoids of large size—for the most part 
Holoptychius and Bothriolepis. These combine with the lithological char- 
acter of the rock to produce such a resemblance to the Old Red Sandstone 
of Scotland, that even the most experienced geologist would be unable 
to distinguish between specimens taken from the two sides of the 
Atlantic. 

Though extra-limital to Ohio geology, the fishes of the Catskill form 
so important a feature in the paleichthyic life of the continent, that I 
cannot pass them without a brief notice. 

The fish remains of the Old Red Sandstone of Tioga county, Pennsyl- 
vania, though referred to long before, are first described by Prof. James 
Hall in the Geology of New York, Vol. IV., p. 281, pl. III. (1843). Two 
forms of scales, a tooth, a portion of a mandible, and a large pectoral fin 
are figured by Prof. Hall, and are referred in part to Holoptychius noblissi- 
mus, Ag., a well-known fish of the Old Red Sandstone of Scotland, and 
partly to a new genus and species named by Prof. Hall Sauripteris Tay- 
lori. Subsequently (1856) Prof. Joseph Leidy described a number of the 
remains of fishes from Tioga county (Jour. Acad. Nat. Sciences, Phila., 
2d ser., Vol. III., p. 162, pl. 16,17). These include two kinds of scales, 
one of which is identical with that referred by Prof. Hall to Holoptychius 
noblissimus, the other larger, more angular, and having a granular rather 
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than a corrugated surface. Both these forms he considers as probably 
belonging to the same fish, to which he gives the name of Holoptychius 
Americanus. Prof. Leidy also figures and describes a flattened lancet- 
shaped tooth under the name of Apedodus priscus ; also a denticulated 
spine, to which he gave the name of Stenacanthus nitidus. 

Since the organization of the Geological Survey of Ohio, I have re- 
ceived from Mr. Andrew Sherwood, of Mansfield, Tioga county, Penn- 
sylvania, a large collection of the remains of fishes, obtained in the 
vicinity of his place of residence. Considerable additional material 
from the same formation and district has come into my hands through 
other parties, and I hope soon to be able to publish elsewhere a fuller 
discussion than would be proper here of this interesting group of fishes, 
co different from any others found on the continent, and so closely re- 
sembling the most characteristic forms of the Old Red Sandstone of Scot- 
land. I can now only very briefly indicate the general results of such 
examination as I have mäde of the materials in my hands, and of the 
published descriptions of that studied by others. 

Never having seen the specimens named by Prof. Hall Sauripteris Tay- 
lort, I cannot speak decisively in regard to their relations; but I am led 
to conclude that the scales figured as belonging to that species are iden- 
tical with the larger and granulated forms assigned by Prof. Leidy to 
Holoptychius Americanus. The scales referred by Prof. Hall to Holop- 
tychius noblissimus are much like some of those which are figured by Agas- 
siz in his splendid plates of H. noblissimus (Poiss. Foss. d. Vieux. Gres. 
Rouge), but some of those which I have, and have seen, are much larger 
than any of the scales of that species. It is perhaps well enough to 
consider them as the scales of H. noblissimus until proof to the contrary 
is found ; but it should be understood that much more material must be 
obtained before the specific identity of the scales found in England and 
Pennsylvania can be said to be established, and before any important 
deductions are made from them. 

The two forms of scales regarded by Prof. Leidy as belonging to his 
H. Americanus, as my specimens prove, appertain to different fishes, one 
of which is the so-called H. noblissimus, and the other apparently a Bothri- 
olepis. If, as seems probable, the latter is identical with tue fish de- 
scribed by Prof. Hall as Sauripteris Taylori, it should be hereafter called 
Bothriolepis Taylori. In Prof. Dana’s excellent “ Manual,” p. 292, fig. 509, 
a scale of this fish is represented with the name of Holoptychius Taylori ; 
but in my judgment the fish which bore it was generically distinct from 
Holoptychius, as the scales were not imbricated, and the exterior surface 
was entirely covered with an ornamentation different from that of any 
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known species of Holoptychius, and precisely like that ascribed by Agas- 
siz to his genus Bothriolepis. 

If now we take a retrospective view of the ground gone over in the 
preceding notes, and compare the ichthyic fauna of the American 
Devonian with that of the same geological system of the Old World, we 
shall find some marked differences, and even contrasts, which suggest 
inquiry, and for which it would be pleasant to be able to give a full ex- 
planation. The most conspicuous difference between the American and 
European Devonian fish fauns, is the entire absence from all our collec- 
tions of many of the most abundant and best known genera of the 
Scotch and English Old Red Sandstone fishes. For example, we have as 
yet found in America no traces of Pteraspis, Auchenaspis, Scaphaspis, 
Menaspis, Pterichthys, Asterolepis, Osteolepis, Dipterus, Diplopterus, Glypto- 
lepis, Platygnathus, Cheiracanthus, Diplacanthus, Cheirolepis or Olimatius; 
while of Cephalaspis, only one well marked specimen has been ob- 
tained, viz., C. Dawsoni, from the Devonian of Gaspe, Canada, and 
Coccosteus is only doubtfully represented by a dorsal plate from the Cor- 
niferous limestone of Delaware, Ohio. 

On the other hand, nearly all the most important ichthyolites of our 
American Devonian are unknown in Europe. For example, no traces 
of Dinichthys, Aspidichthys, Macheracanthus, Macropetalichthys, Onychodus 
or Acanthaspis have been found in the British Islands, and only one of 
these, Macropetalichthys, has been met with on the continent of Europe. 

Another fact of interest is, that the only American representatives 
yet known of Holoptychius and Bothriolepis are found in the Catskill 
group (which has been regarded as the extreme summit of the American 
Devonian), in Northern Pennsylvania. 

In comparing the American and foreign Devonian fishes zoologically, 
it will be noticed, First, that up to the present time, not a trace of the 
little Acanthodian fishes—Cheiracanthus, Diplacanthus, Climatius, etc.— 
have been found in this country. Second, among the Placoderms we 
have Dinichthys and Aspidichthys as representatives of Coccosteus and 
Pterichthys, but exceeding their European congeners at least a hundred 
fold in bulk. Third, we have none of the lobate-finned Ganoids— 
Crossonterygidz —in the fauna of the Corniferous limestone, unless 
Onychodus be a gigantic member of this group; and our only other 
Devonian Crossopterygian fish is Holoptychius of the Catskill. Fourth, 
a striking feature, which the Devonian fish faunz of both countries have 
in common, is the great preponderance of Ganoids over Elasmobranchs. 

When now we come to seek an explanation of the differences that 
have been referred to, we shall perhaps be somewhat helped to a con- 
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clusion by noticing the nature of the strata containing fossil fishes in 
the two countries. In America, by far the greater number of Devonian 
fishes have been obtained from the Corniferous limestone, plainly an 
open sea deposit, and they are nearly all of large size. The Huron 
shale, which contains the gigantic remains of Dinichthys and Aspidichthys, 
is also the sediment of an open, though shallower sea; and the fishes 
which it contains must have inhabited relatively deep water, as we do 
not find them associated with any traces of shore-lines. In striking 
contrast with these facts, the Catskill fishes are buried in mechanical 
sediments, such as could only have accumulated immediately along the 
shore of the continent. | 

When now we examine the deposits which contain the fossil fishes of 
the Devonian in the Old World, we see (1) that nine-tenths of the whole 
number are enveloped in mechanical sediments—sandstones and shales— 
evidently shore deposits; (2) that the great Devon limestone of Eng- 
land—the deposit of the open Devonian sea of that country, and the 
homologue of our Corniferous limestone—has contributed almost nothing 
to the list of English fossil fishes; and (3) that the only one of our Cor- 
niferous fishes found abroad, Macropetalichthys, was obtained from the 
Devonian limestone of the Eifel. It will also be noticed that the sedi- 
ments which compose the Catskill group are precisely like those that 
hold the same genera of fossil fishes in Scotland, England and Ireland. 

From these facts it is easy to see that at least a part of the difference 
between the American and European Devonian faunm is due to the 
difference in the physical conditions under which the fishes that have 
been collected lived. The American Devonian fishes have been mainly 
taken from deposits of the open sea, where they were naturally larger, 
and somewhat different zoologically from those which inhabited the 
bays and shore-lines of the European continent and islands. Where the 
circumstances were similar, we have similar deposits and similar fishes, 
as in the Upper Old Red and Catskill. These considerations will, I 
think, go far to explain the absence from the American strata of the 
emaller Crossopterygians, Osteclepis, Dipterus, Diplopterus, etc., and of the 
‘little Acanthodians, Cheiracanthus, Diplacanthus, Climatius, etc., all of 
which we may suppose were the inhabitants of rivers, lakes, estuaries 
and shore-lines. It should be remembered, in this connection, that all 
our living scaled Ganoids are the inhabitants of rivers and lakes; only 
one of the seven living genera, under any circumstances, entering salt 
water. 

Differences in geological position must also be considered as contribut- 
ing something to the differences of fauna that I have referred to. It 
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will be remembered that the group of Placoderms which are found in 
such abundance at the base of the Devonian in Scotland and England— 
Pteraspis, Cephalaspis, Scaphaspis, etc., all of which are wanting in Amer- 
ica—began their existence inthe Upper Silurian ; occurring in the Lower 
and Upper Ludlow rocks, the Tilestones, or pussage beds, and in the 
lower and middle portions of the Old Red Sandstone. Hence they be- 
long to a geological horizon below any that has furnished fossil fishes in 
this country, and represent the fauna of an age anterior to that of the 
Corniferous limestone. We must therefore look for corresponding mem- 
bers of that fauna in our Helderberg and Oriskany, where as yet we 
have found no fishes. Since almost no fishes have been obtained from 
the Devonshire limestone, it will be seen that on the two sides of the 
Atlantic we have been collecting Devonian fishes for the most part from 
very different members of the series; and hence it is not surprising that 
our lists of genera and species are different. 

The correspondence of the fauna of the Catskill and Upper Old Red 
Sandstone of the British Islands is associated not only with a corre- 
spondence in physical conditions—to which I have already called atten- 
tion—but also in geological age. It is now known that the Old Red 
Sandstone of Caithness, Orkney, Cromarty, etc., which supplied the 
fish fauna so eloquently described by Hugh Miller, forms the central 
portion of the great mass of the Old Red Sandstone, and its character- 
istic fishes are Pterichthys, Coccosteus, Asterolepis, Osteolepis, Dipterus, Dip- 
lopterus, Cheiracanthus, Diplacanthus, Cheirolepis, etc. With these fishes no 
mollusks are found, but numbers of bivalve crustaceans of the genus 
Estheria. These latter fossils are almost universally found in the sedi- 
ments of lakes, lagoons and bays, and confirm what has been said in 
regard to the circumstances under which the Old Red Sandstone fishes 
lived and died. 

The upper portion of the Old Red Sandstone of England, Scotland and 
Ireland consists of a series of yellow and red sandstones, which reach up 
without sensible change to the Lower Carboniferous limestone. In these 
rocks are a different group of fishes from those below, and differing 
notably in the absence of the Placoderms of the lower series, and in the 
presence of several species of the great Crossopterygian genus Holopty- 
chius. This genus begins in the famous fish-bearing strata of Dura Den, 
and runs up into beds which are unmistakably Carboniferous, though 
represented at different horizons by different species. It has troubled 
the English geologists much to draw any well-marked line, in the series 
to which I have referred, between the Devonian and the Carboniferous 
systems; but there are none who do not regard as Carboniferous at least 
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a portion of the yellow sandstones which underlie the Carboniferous 
limestone, and contain Holoptychius as a characteristic fossil. Hence it 
will be seen that in the Catskill of Pennsylvania we have strata which 
are not only lithologically similar to those which in Scotland and Eng- 
land lie at the top of the Devonian and base of the Carboniferous system, 
but that this similarity of mineralogical character and geological posi- 
tion is accompanied by a similarity of fauna. 

The bearing of the facts that have been cited on a question somewhat 
discussed in another portion of this report, viz., the question as to where 
the division line between the Devonian and Carboniferous should be 
drawn, is obvious. From the fact that the Catskill has usually been re- 
ferred to as the American representative of the Old Red Sandstone, and 
its fossil fishes are generically such as are characteristic of the Upper 
Devonian of Europe, it has been naturally reckoned to be the summit of 
the Devonian, and to prove the Devonian age of the underlying Chemung 
rocks. In opposition to this view, I have contended that though the 
Catskill be the conventional summit of the Devonian system, the great 
geological cycle which we call the Carboniferous age, and of which we 
have a record in the circle of deposits described in the geological portion 
of our report, really begins with the Portage sandstones, and thus that 
the Chemung and Catskill should be included in the Carboniferous. 


FISHES OF THE CARBONIFEROUS SYSTEM. 


The Carboniferous rocks have furnished a large number of fossil fishes, 
both in the Old World and the New. These exhibit considerable diver- 
sity of size and structure, according to the geological positions which they 
occupy in the system, and the local physical conditions in which they 
lived. For example, the open sea of the period from which was deposited 
the Carboniferous limestone had quite a different ichthyic fauna 
from that of the bays and lagoons of the Coal Measure epoch. These 
differences will be indicated in the notes which follow on the fishes of 
the different members of the great Carboniferous system. 

Considered in its general aspects, the Carboniferous fish-fauna con- 
trasts strongly with that of the Devonian, and equally so with the 
ichthyic fauna of the Mesozoic ages, which is so fully represented in the 
collections made from the Jurassic and Cretaceous strata. The most 
striking changes which took place in the fishes of the world, as the Car- 
boniferous succeeded the Devonian age, may briefly be sketched as follows: 

First. We discover that the great group of Placoderms, which gave 
character to the fauna of the Devonian, have entirely disappeared ; and 
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the names of the genera Pterichthys, Coccosteus, Asterolepis, Dinichthys, etc., 
which have been so frequently repeated on the preceding pages, appear 
no more in all the records of geological history. | 

Second. The Elasmobranchs, which held a subordinate position in 
the Upper Silurian and Devonian seas, are greatly multiplied and in- 
creased in size in that of the Carboniferous age. 

Third. The Acanthodians maintain in the Carboniferous the numerical 
importance they held at the close of the Devonian; as they are represented 
by numerous species, though of diminutive size, till near the close of the 
Paleozoic era, when they apparently disappear forever. 

Fourth. The Crossopterygians, which, as represented by Holoptychius, 
etc., enter the Carboniferous age in full force, though having, even in the 
Coal Measures, some members of great size and power—like Megalichthys 
—rapidly diminish in the later portion of the Carboniferous age, and in 
the Permian and Mesozoic formations are represented by only a single 
known family, the Celacanthint. 

Fifth. The Lepidostide, which are supposed to be represented in the 
Devonian by Cheirolepis, exhibited in the Carboniferous a large increase 
of numbers, both of genera and species, but all of small size; and it would 
seem that the different species of Palzoniscus, Amblypterus, Eurylepis, 
etc.—all glittering in enameled and highly ornamented scales and head- 
plates—peopled the bays, lakes and rivers of the Carboniferous continents 
in the same way that our Cyprinoid Teleosts (Chubs, Shiners, etc.), and 
indeed, as we may say, the Gar-pikes—the lineal descendants of the 
Carboniferous Ganoids—do at the present day. 

Sixth. The singular family of the Pycnodonts, unknown in the Devo- 
nian fauna, begin with the Carboniferous, and running through all its 
epochs with increasing force, assuming still greater development in the 
Mesozoic ages, disappear early in the Tertiary, and have no living repre- 
sentatives. 

Seventh. Among the groups wanting in the Carboniferous, we should 
mention the Teleosts, of which no representatives are found anterior to 
the Mesozoic ages; and of the higher and true Teleosts, none below the 
Chalk. 

All traces of the lowest orders of the class of fishes—the Pharyngo- 
branchii and Marsipobranchii—are wanting in the Carboniferous strata, and 
indeed in all other members of the geological series. As has been re- 
marked elsewhere, this fact, so inconsistent with the views generally 
entertained of the progress of life on the globe, may perhaps be accounted 
for on the supposition that the soft and destructible tissues of these em- 
bryonic forms of fishes have entirely disappeared. 


278 PALHONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 


In all the lists of Carboniferous fishes yet made out, no Chimeroids 
appear. And it has been heretofore supposed that they began in the 
Jurassic, and had no existence on the globe at so early a date as the Car- 
boniferous age. If we are right, however, in considering the species of 
Rhynchodus now described, as Chimeroids, the absence of all members 
of the order Holocephali from the Carboniferous rocks would be very 
remarkable. And this difficulty suggests the question whether some of 
the great number of Elasmobranchs of which the teeth and spines are 
found in the Carboniferous limestone, such as Deltodus, Trigonodus, etc., 
should not rather be considered Chimeroids than Cestracionts. As com- 
paratively few of the many Elasmobranchs of the Carboniferous have 
been found in Ohio, this group of fossil fishes will be very imperfectly 
illustrated in our report. In the Geological Survey of Illinois, however, 
an immense collection of Carboniferous sharks has been made. Over one 
hundred species have been described by Mr. A. H. Worthen and the writer. 
In Vols. II. and IV. of the Report of the Illinois Survey, some illus- 
trations of the fauna referred to are given, which will be found of inter- 
est in this connection. 

The new element which is introduced into the fauna of the globe in 
the Carboniferous age—the Amphibia—furnishes an interesting subject 
for investigation and speculation, but one that need not be pursued 
here. The Amphibian fauna which we have discovered in the Coal 
Measures of Ohio (including more than twenty species), will be illus- 
trated by Prof. Cope in another volume of our report. The question of 
the origin of this fauna, and its relation to the fishes by which it was 
accompanied and preceded, it is hoped will be fully discussed by him. I 
will only say here, in reference to this subject, that some of the Amphib- 
ians found in the Coal Measures seem to have so much in common with 
the Crossopterygian fishes, that the opinion prevails among our best 
zoologists that these forms have a genetic relationship. 


FISHES OF THE WAVERLY. 


As has been shown in the geological portion of this report, the 
Waverly series consists of the shore and off-shore deposits of the Carbon- 
iferous sea, which gradually encroached upon, and finally submerged, a 
large portion of the previously existing continent. The strata which 
compose this series are mainly formed of mechanical material, though 
containing locally considerable lime or carbonaceous matter, the latter 
apparently derived from marine plants. From the nature of these 
strata, and the circumstances under which they were deposited, the re- 
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mains of fishes are less abundant in them, a3 a general rule, than in the 
sediments of the open ocean, or of the lagoons in the coal marshes. 
Still, in some localities, the remains of fishes are quite abundant in the 
Waverly, and a thin band in the carbonaceous shale which underlies the 
“city ledge” of Southern Ohio and Northeastern Kentucky, is a genuine 
“fish-bed.” The surfaces of the laming composing this band are some- 
times thickly strown with the spines, teeth and dermal tubercles of 
sharks, and the scales and bones of Pulzoniscus. The fishes of this hori- 
zon— which is near the bise of the formation—consist of two species of 
Ctenacanthus (Ct. formosus and Ct. furcicarinatus), one species of Orodus 
(O. variabilis) and one of Cladodus (C. Pattersoni), all of which will be 
found described in other portions of this report. There is little doubt 
that some of the teeth and spines named above were associated as organs 
of the same fish. From the dismembered condition in which we find 
the remains of these cartilaginous fishes, it rarely happens that the 
Spines, teeth and dermal tubercles are so associated that we can deter- 
mine satisfactorily their relations. The companionship, however, of 


some of these fish remıins, leads me to conjecture that the teeth called 


Orodus variabilis formed the dentition of the fish which carried the dorsal 
spine I have named Ctenacanthus furcicarinatus. In this formation and 
locality was discovered a unique specimen of a jaw of Cladodus Putter- 
soni, on which several hundred teeth occupy nearly their normal posi- 
tions. This specimen will be figured and described elsewhere. I should 
also mention, in this connection, a remarkable shark’s tail, found at 
Vanceburg, Kentucky, by Capt. Patterson, in the fish-bed before alluded 
to. This specimen, which is nearly a foot and a half long, shows the 
outline of the heterocercal tail of ashark which must have been eight or 
ten feet in length. The vertebral column is seen to reach far into the 
upper lobe of the tail. The vertebre have entirely disappeared, leaving a 
smooth band to mark the space they occupied. This is bordered on 
either side by the impressions of linear, pointed, apophysial bones, 
which were evidently much better ossified than the centra of the verte- 
bree. The lower lobe of the tail is formed by a number of strong, ossified 
rays/ This shows that this Carboniferous shark— which I suppose to 
have been the same that had Orodus for his teeth, and wore Ctenacanthus 
as a dorsal spine—had a skeleton in some respects more fully ossified 
than most of the sharks of the present day. 

The Cleveland Shale, a bituminous stratum twenty to sixty feet in 
thickness, holding in Northern Ohio the same position as that which in 
Southern Ohio includes the fish remains last described, every where con- 
tains traces of fishes. In general, these are small, rhomboidal, polished 
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scales, which belonged to a species of Palzoniscus of which no good 
specimens have as yet been obtained. At Bedford, Cuyahoga County, 
the Cleveland shale contains, with Cladodus Pattersoni, a small and 
highly ornamented species of Orodus and a small Polyrhizodus, both yet 
undescribed. The surfaces of the lamine of the shale are locally covered 
with beautifully defined Conodonts—the little comb-like denticles over 
which there has been so much discussion by zoologists. These Conodonts 
will be figured and described in another volume of this report. 

The Bedford Shale, which lies next above the black Cleveland shale 
last mentioned, has yielded, so far as I know, but a single fragment of a 
fish. In one of the calcareous bands which traverse this deposit on the 
banks of Black river below Elyria, I found a portion of the bone of a 
fish which must have been as large as Dinichthys. It was only a frag- 
ment when imbedded in the calcareous mud, which subsequently became 
the rock in which it was found. This fragment is rudely triangular in 
form, one side being arched, and this was evidently a part of the margin 
of the plate. It was originally quite solid and nearly an inch and a 
half in thickness. Ido not recognize in this piece of bone any portion 
of the carapace of Dinichthys, or indeed of any other known fish. It is 
perbaps more likely that it was a part of the posterior extremity of the 
dentary bone of a species of Dinichthys or some other allied Placoderm. 
If this was its position, it belonged to a fish larger than any Dinichthys 
yet discovered. Although affording a very imperfect idea of the struc- 
ture to which it belonged, this bone is of great irfterest and significance, 
inasmuch as it proves that very large fishes lived in the water from 
which the Bedford shale was deposited, and gives good cause to hope 
that, with careful search, this deposit, hitherto considered barren of fish 
remains, may be made to contribute some most interesting material to 
the known fauna of the Lower Carboniferous epoch. 

The Berea Grit, being 2 coarse mechanical deposit, would seem to 
promise very little in the way of fossil fishes. And yet, while it is true 
that as a general rule it is barren of fossils of all kinds, at one locality, 
Chagrin Falls, the upper layers of the Berea are found to contain a 
large number of a distinct species of Palzoniscus (P. Brainerdi), of which, 
so far as I can learn, no traces have yet been discovered elsewhere. 
Among the fragments thrown out in working the quarries at Berea, I 
found a detached piece of bone several inches in diameter, which must 
have belonged to a large and as yet unknown fish. It is also reported 
that in the same quarries, some years since, a complete fish spine was 
obtained, and for a long time preserved. This specimen is now lost, but, 
from the description given me, I infer that it was a species of Ctenacan- 
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thus.* Inthe equivalent of the Berea my assistant, Mr. G. K. Gilbert, 
discovered, on Oil creek, Pennsylvania, the most remarkable accumula- 
tion of fish spines of which I have any knowledge. These were scat- 
tered over the surface of a block of sandstone which had become de- 
tached from the cliff, and their numbers may be inferred from the fact 
that more than a dozen spines are imbedded in that portion of the rock, 
less than two feet square, which Mr. Gilbert brought away with him. 
All these spines apparently belong to one species, Ctenacanthus triangu- 
laris, which will be found described on another page. In the same 
locality other layers of sandstone were covered thickly with the scales 
and teeth of fishes. Of these, the scales are those of Pal&oniscus, per- 
haps P. Brainerdi. The teeth are those of Selachians, mainly Helo- 
dus and Orodus ; among others p. coniculus, a common fossil of the Keo- 
kuk limestone in Illinois. I should also mention that in the very basal 
portion of the Berea sandstone at Berea, Mr. Hertzer found two species 
of Cladodus, both of which are as yet undescribed. 

The Cuyahoga Shale, the uppermost member of the Waverly, has no 
where yielded any considerable number of the remains of fishes, and 
yet a few specimens of great interest have been obtained from it. At 
Berea a species of Cladodus, perhaps not distinct from C. Puttersont, is 
found at’ the base of the Cuyahoga shale, immediately above the sand- 
stone ; and at Chagrin Falls, in precisely the same geological position, 
scales of Palzoniscus are thickly scattered among the Lingul& with which 
the shale is crowded. In the upper part of the Cuyahoga shale, fish re- 
mains of much greater size and interest have been discovered. At Bag- 
dad and Lodi, Medina County, we have obtained spines of two species of 
Gyracanthus, G. Alleni, and G. compressus. These spines have more than 
ordinary interest, from the fact that they belong to a genus which is 
characteristic of the Carboniferous rocks of Europe and Nova Scotia, but 
one that has never before been found within the limits of the United 
States. At Warren, Ohio, Mr. M. C. Read discovered in the upper part 
of the Cuyahoga shale a magnificent specimen of Clenacanthus formosus, 
which has a length of fourteen inches. 

It will be seen from the notices I have given of the fishes of the Wa- 
verly, that there can be no reasonable doubt of its Carboniferous age. 
Indeed, they practically decided this much-discussed question before the 


* Since the above paragraph was written, Mr. C. T. Blakesley, of Chagrin Falls, 
has found in his quarries worked in the Berea grit, a distinctly marked specimen of 
Ctenacanthus formosus, similar in size and form to that obtained by Mr. Read from the 
Cuyahoga shale, and mentioned in another paragraph. 
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molluscous fossils and stratigraphical relations had given their testi- 
mony in the case. With the combined evidence we may say that the 
proof amounts to a demonstration. It will also be noticed that Cladodus 
Pattersoni and Ctenacanthus formosus, running through the formation, 
with Syringothyris typa, Orthis Michelini and other mollusks, bind its 
subdivisions together into one whole. 


FISHES OF THE SUB-CARBONIFEROUS LIMESTONE. 


The Lower Carboniferous limestone is, in other States and countries, 
perhaps more prolific in the remains of fishes than any other formation. 
In Illinois, Iowa and Missouri, nearly a hundred species of the teeth of 
Selachians have been obtained from this formation, and the very similar 
fish remains described by Agassiz, Portlock and McCoy, from the Car- 
boniferous limestone of Armagh, Ireland, are well known to geologists. 
The general character of this fauna has been already alluded to. Being 
an open-sea deposit, the Carboniferous limestone would naturally contain 
a different group of fishes from those entombed in the mechanical sedi- 
ments that accumulated along the shoals and shores of this sea; hence 
the fishes of the Carboniferous limestone are quite different from those 
of the Waverly, even where the beds are cotemporaneous. We naturally 
find, among the fishes of the limestone, the teeth and spines of sharks; 
in the Waverly, the scales of the shore-loving Lepidoganoids. It is 
somewhat remarkable that while the remains of sharks are so plentiful 
in the limestone, we have as yet found among them no traces of fishes 
which correspond to Macropetalichthys and Onychodus, the great, omni- 
present Ganoids of the Devonian sea. We must, therefore, conclude 
that while the Placoderms and Crossopterygians were the monarchs 
of the Devonian sea, and the Elasmobranchs were then much fewer 
in number and smaller in size than they, when the submergence took 
place which buried so much of our continent beneath the Carbonifer- 
ous sea, and spread its calcareous sediment over the area where now 
we find the Carboniferous limestone, in the lapse of thousands, per- 
haps millions of years, the fauna of the globe had been revolution- 
ized. In this latter age the Elasmobranchs had become both relatively 
and absolutely more numerous and powerful; the Placoderms were nearly 
extinct; and the Ganoids of all groups had pretty much abandoned 
the sea, but in various forms thronged the quiet waters of bays and 
rivers. By what influence this difference of destiny was brought about 
we can, as yet, only conjecture; but the contrast in the life-histories 
of these great groups of fishes is very striking. So far as we know, 
they began almost simultaneously, but for a long time—all through the 


FOSSIL FISHES. 283 


Upper Silurian and Devonian ages in fact—the Ganoids* were the ruling 
dynasty. But somehow and somewhere in the long interval between the 
Devonian and Carboniferous seas the sceptre passed from them. They 
were elsewhere still powerful, however; for Dinichthys, or some congener, 
lorded it over the weaker tribes along the shores of the Lower Carbonifer- 
ous continent, and Megalichthys and Rhizodus disputed with Ctenacanthus 
and Edestus the rule of the bays and lagoons during the Coal Measure 
epoch. In the Mesozoic, too, the Ganoids were respectable in numbers, 
and, when we think of the great Lepidotus, six feet in length, we may 
say, in size; but they were then the ruled, and not the rulers. Most of 

them were pretty well defended, but inoffensive creatures, and they were 
_ the natural prey of the predaceous and powerful Hybodonts, whose spines 
and teeth so thickly strew the bottom of the Jurassic sea. In later times 
the preponderance of the Elasmobranchs has grown more and more con- 
spicuous; for, while the Ganoids have dwindled to a mere hand-full, the 
sharks have become the tyrants of the ocean. The Selachians now num- 
ber hundreds of species; and the basking shark attains a length of thirty 
feet. But even this monster shrinks into insignficance when compared 
with the great Carcharodon of the Tertiary, whose length could not have 
been less than fifty feet, and whose lancet-shaped teeth are as large as 
one’s hand. | 

The exposures of the Carboniferous limestone in Ohio are few, and 
they have never yet been carefully searched for fish remains. It is to be 
expected, however, that some fishes will be obtained from them, and 
these are likely to be those found in the upper or Chester subdivision, the 
only portion of the great, western limestone mass that is represented in 
our State. 


FISHES OF THE COAL MEASURES. 


The Conglomerate, so far as I know, has yielded no fishes, either in 
our own State or elsewhere; but the limestones of the Coal Measures, and 
especially the Cannel coals (which were formed from the accumulation of 
carbonaceous mud in the lagoons of the coal marshes), have furnished 
quite a long list of genera and species. Here we find repeated, though 
on a small scale, the differences of fauna to which I have already 
alluded. In the limestones, which mark periods of submergence, and 
the wide spread of the waters of the ocean over the coal marshes, there 
are few traces of the scaled Ganoids; but many teeth of the peculiar 
sharks of the period (Petalodus, Cladodus, Ctenoptychius, etc.); while in 
the sediments of the lagoons are great numbers of the smaller Ganoids, 
Palxoniscus, Amblypterus, Eurylepis and Celacanthus. Here, too, we find 


*Ganoids of Agassiz, including Placoderms and Cephalaspids. 
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the teeth and spines of that peculiar Elasmobranch, Diplodus, in which 
the tecth are like a pair of minute horns, and the serrated spine was 
set immediately back of the head. The most striking features in the 
ichthyic fauna of the Coal Measures are, however, the great spines of the 
different species of Ctenacanthus and Edestus. Of these, Ctenacanthus, 
though running through several formations, seems to have attained its 
greatest development in the Coal Measure epoch. Edestus constitutes the 
most peculiar organ of defense among all the tribes of fishes. It seems 
to have been a dorsal spine, but was sometimes a foot and a half in length, 
three inches deep, composed of solid bone, and having the upper mar- 
gin set with triangular, crenulated, enameled denticles, of which the 
largest were an inch and a half in length. No remains of this remark- 
able genus have yet been found in Ohio, but several species described by 
Prof. Leidy and myself have been obtained from the Coal Measures of In- 
diana, Illinois and Arkansas. For further description of Edestus, the 
reader iS referred to page 286. 

As the spines of Ctenacanthus were sometimes scarcely less formidable 
than those of Edeslus, we must conclude that the sharks which bore 
these weapons were the rulers of the waters during the Coal Measure 
epoch. It is true that, before their reign was ended, the pioneers of a 
new dynasty, and one destined in the next age to completely supplant 
them, made their appearance on the stage. The Amphibians of the 
Coal Measure epoch were, however, for the most part small and weak ; 
and it was only in certain of the steaming pools and lagoons of the coal 
marshes that carnivorous salamanders enjoyed a brief and local rule. 

In the descriptive portion of this volume, quite a number of species of 
fossil fishes from the Coal Measures of Ohio are figured and described. A 
large part of these are from a single locality, which has already become 
somewhat celebrated for the number and interest of the fossil forms it 
has furnished. I refer to Linton, on the Ohio river, at the mouth of 
Yellow creek. The fossils are found there in a thin stratum of cannel 
which underlies a thick seam of bituminous coal, that we have called 
Number 6, because it is the sixth workable seam from the base of the 
productive Coal Measures. Already about twenty species of fishes have 
been obtained from this deposit, and at least as many Amphibians ; and 
all found here for the first time, although two or three species have since 
been met with in other localities, in this or adjoining States. On tracing 
Coal-seam No. 6, in various directions from Linton, the cannel at its base 
is found to thin out and soon disappear. We learn, from a careful study of 
the deposit, that there was in this locality at the time when the coal 
was forming, an open lagoon, densely populated with fishes and salaman- 
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ders; and that after a time this lagoon was choked up with growing 
vegetation ; and peat (which afterward changed to cubical coal) suc- 
ceeded to the carbonaceous mud (now cannel) that had previously accu- 
mulated at the bottom of the water. The fishes of this pool were mostly 
small, tile-scaled Ganoids, belonging to the genus Eurylepis. Though 
here extremely abundant, they have not been found elsewhere. I have 
enumerated nine species of this genus, but possibly some of them should 
be considered as mere varieties. There were also in this lagoon two, or 
perhaps three, species of Celacanthus (one of which is so closely allied to 
C. lepturus of the Coal Measures of Europe, that they should perhaps not 
be separated), and yet this genus has been no where else recognized on 
the American continent. There are also found here the thin scales, 
from one to two inches in diameter, some ornamented and some plain, 
and also the lance-head teeth of RAizodus, and the teeth and spines of 
Diplodus. On the whole, this must be looked upon as one of the most 
interesting localities of vertebrate fossils known on this continent; and 
it is even doubtful whether any other equals it in the number of new 
species or in their zoological and geological interest. 

The following is a list of the fossil fishes which have, up to the present 
time, been found at Linton: 


Coelacanthus robustus oi. cccccc csc cscsceees ces ccc nun sce coccececs ces ecceee ses cesasace nun nenne Newb. 
C. CLEGANE 0.000 sececececeee coescesecceces ceases sus sue senunn mn non nennen san nen eeseeecs “ 
C. OTTULUB.... ccneesoee concncsce covers nun uceten eeeeceees sue nen cee neces ceseeeee ees a 
Palzoniscus pelligerus aeseaes csccscces nenn sen nnnnnn concn consecece nun san one nenne sn see cee “ 
Eurylepis tuberculatus cussensenonnsnsnensnonnnsu nun cccces cocens coesas coe cee see nn sesasees nenn “ 
E. INSCUlptus «rs siccesccccccceenseeceten © coe ceceneesstsee ene nennen onn san ssn ernennen ff 
-E granulatus ...anssnssennennnnennn sn nen ceases cee ssnenn cascescoscu coe son nsmnensneneunenen ff 
E 0 soccer cocacrccscnccccsncccn, cevcsecevcssecccccnnnceses cas sesvecsevarscces “ 
E siriolatug oocccenccccccccccs-sesuccccceuccacevecesccccssns nun ann ann seveccee cee epecves “ 
E lineatus oc cccccsceccccvcn sen sccescsncneccccecesccceetese® seeser cen scuseceenseance “ 
khizodus angustus .......r2r0400nennnnnnnnnnnnennonensnnu nennen nonsenennn anne suseneee canes s 
R. lancifer ... css ssescsseevccvccsecsccssecseeeeas ceceeseeeneeseesestences soe eeeeee cat eas “ 
R. quadratus ...cecccsenccat sen ssnnonronnennnn ses sun ensnnnnsennannnnsnennunsnnensnunene “6 
Orthacanthus AT CUALUB. c..00cecccecccccncceacscccesccce coc nen en nen ann nun namen senses cee nenn se 


D. gracilis ....sacccea sec cee vencce cee cceecesseecss cee tasasecessecerses snnmnmnnnnn nennen ff 


A few other localities in the Coal Measures of Ohio deserve notice for 
the remains of fishes which have been obtained from them. In the can- 
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nel coal of Canfield, Mahoning County, a single, nearly complete specimen 
of Palxoniscus peltigerus, N., was found in a wonderful state of preserva- 
tion—having not only all the scales in place, but the expanded fins 
nearly as perfect as in life. This species has been met with in several 
other places in the country, and, though much less common at Linton 
than Eurylepis, seems to have been more widely disseminated. 

In the black shale over Coal No. 5, at Mineral Point, Tuscarawas 
County, I found a large number of scales of Mégalichthys, the only case in 
which this genus has been recognized on this continent. Higher up in 
the series a well-marked fish-bed occurs in the Barren Coal Measures. 
This is the limestone band which has been called by Prof. Stevenson the 
Crinoidal limestone; by Prof. Andrews it is styled the Ames limestone. 
It is about 140 to 150 feet below the Pittsburg Coal seam (No. 8). From 
this limestone I have obtained in several localities Petalodus Allegheniensis, 
‚Leidy, and apparently a new species of Ctenoptychius. Detached scales 
of fishes have been found in the limestones of the Upper Coal Measures, 
but none that are sufficiently. perfect for description. 

To give completeness to this review, I ought, perhaps, to mention a few 
“extra-limital’” Carboniferous fishes. I have referred incidentally to the 
spines of Edestus found in the Coal Measures of some of the States west 
of Ohio. Of this remarkable genus, three species are now known. E. 
vorax, Leidy, the largest of the group, is described in the Jour. Acad. Nat. 
Sci., Phila., 2d Ser., Vol. IIIL., p. 159, Pl. 15. E. Heinrichi, N. and W., is 
from the coal of Belleville, Ill. This latter species is described in the report 
of the Geological Survey of Illinois, Vol. IV.. p. 350, Pl.1a,15. Since the 
publication of this description, I have received from Vermillion County, 
Ind., through the kindness of Prof. F. H. Bradley, a small and evidently 
young specimen of E. Heinrichi, which shows the superior extremity of 
the spine, and illustrates in a very interesting manner its mode of 
growth. This specimen will be figured and described in another volume 
of our report, where the structure and relations of this remarkable genus 
will be more fully discussed than they have heretofore been. 

The third species of Edestus, but first in date of discovery, is E. minor, 
N., of which the best specimen known is in the cabinet of Amherst Col- 
lege. This is described and figured in the report of the Geological Survey 
of Illinois, Vol. II., p. 84, Pl. IV., fig. 24; Vol. IV., p. 351, Pl. L., fig. 2. 
It is also badly figured and imperfectly described in the proceedings of 
the ninth meeting of the American Association, and in Owen’s Paleon- 
. tology. It is a striking fact that all the specimens of Edestus known 
were found in bituminous shale associated with coal seams, or in cannel 
coal; and we may infer from this that the fish, of which this was the 
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defensive spine, was the inhabitant of the lagoons of fresh ? water which 
were scattered over the great coal marshes. 

In the interesting group of fossils contained in the nodules of iron ore 
found in the Coal Measures at Morris, Grundy County, Illinois, are a num- 
ber of fishes which have not yet been met with elsewhere, but which 
may be looked for in other localities at the same horizon. Among these 
are a small Palzoniscus, and, what are of much greater interest, species _ 
of Amblypterus and Platysomus, fishes sufficiently common in the Coal 
Measures of Europe, but not elsewhere known in this country. Both 
of these fishes, Amb/ypterus macropterus, Ag., and Platysomus circularis, 
N. and W., are described in the report of the Geological Survey of Illi- 
nois, Vol. IV., p. 347. The very close resemblance or specific identity of 
this species of Amblypterus and the most common Celacanthus of Ohio, 
(©. elegans) with the most abundant species of these gencra in Europe, 
affords another and interesting illustration of the remarkable unity 
which has been discovered in the fauna and flora of the Coal Measures of 
Europe and America. The Platysomus mentioned above is of additional 
interest, as it is the first of the Paleozoic Pycnodonts found in America. 
To this, however, I can add another in the dentition of a much larger 
fish found by Mr. G. K. Gilbert in the Sub-Carboniferous limestone of 
Arizona. 

In New Brunswick and Nova Scotia the Carboniferous rocks have 
yielded quite a large number of fish remains, most of which have been 
described by Prof. Dawson in his charming “ Acadian Geology.” Ctenop- 
tychius, Cienodus, Rhizodus, Diplodus and Gyracanthus are enumerated 
and figured by Prof. Dawson (Acadian Geology, p. 210). In the strata 
which contain the Albertite, at Hillsborough, New Brunswick, specimens 
of Palxoniscus are of frequent occurrence. A number of species have 
been described by Dr. Chas. T. Jackson, of Boston, in a special paper 
descriptive of the Albertite and its associated fossils. 

The reader is also referred to the following papers for interesting infor- 
mation in regard to our fossil fishes : | 

‘“ Descriptions of the remains of fishes from the Carboniferous lime- 
stone of Illinois and Missouri,” by Joseph Leidy, M.D., Trans. Amer. 
Philos. Soc., Vol. XI., p. 87. 

‘“ Descriptions of some remains of fishes from the Carboniferous and 
Devonian formations of the United States,” by Joseph Leidy, M.D., Jour. 
Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., 2d Ser., Vol. III., p. 159, Pl. 15, 16, 17. 

Also, notices of some Carboniferous fishes of Alabama, by Prof. Tou- 
mey, contained in the Second Report on the Geology of Alabama. 
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4 


ORIGIN OF OUR ICHTHYIC FAUNA. 


The following brief summary comprises all that we can at present 
safely say in regard to the derivation of our fossil fishes. As has been 
repeatedly stated on the foregoing pages, the oldest remains of fishes yet 
found in the world are in the Upper Silurian rocks of Europe. These 
are Placoderms and Elasmobranchs, generally of small size, but existing 
in large variety, and exhibiting a structure so elaborate and highly 
organized, that by some zoologists they are thought to rank among the 
highest: in the class of Fishes. By others they are ranked lower; but by 
none is an embryonic or rudimentary character assignedtothem. These 
earlier fishes were the cotemporaries of large and powerful Cephalo- 
pods, and of Crustaceans (Pterygotus, etc.) much larger than any now 
living. With the latter the Placoderms have been compared, from the 
fact that defensive shields were worn by both. But they were as differ- 
ent in organization as Scaphirhyncus and Limulus, and we are, up to the 
present time, without links which connect them, or any proof of rela- 
tionship or derivation. 

In America, the first remains of fishes are found in the Corniferous 
limestone; but here they appear in great force, consisting of several 
genera and species, some of which attain gigantic dimensions. Of the 
origin of this fauna we now know nothing, and probably never shall 
know much. It will be remembered by those who have read the geologi- 
cal portion of this volume, that I have ascribed the several circles of 
deposition which form our geological systems to successive invasions of 
the land by the sea. The first submergence of the old Eozoic continent 
resulted in the deposition of the great limestone group of the Lower 
Silurian. In these sediments we have the remains of probably all the 
forms of life that inhabited this sea, except such as were without hard 
parts; and, as we have seen, the ocean of that period teemed with proto- 
zoans, radiates, mollusks and crustaceans, but, so far as we yet know, 
was without vertebrates. After standing for perhaps millions of years 
over what is now North America, the Lower Silurian sea was withdrawn, 
and was succeeded by a land surface on which no strata were deposited. 
After the lapse of thousands or millions of years, this land was again 
submerged—the sea reaching nearly as far as before. In the advance, 
continuance and retreat of this second submergence, the series of strata 
we call Upper Silurian were deposited. Of these, the Clinton, Niagara 
and Helderberg limestones are made up of organic materials derived 
from the structures of the animals that inhabited the Upper Silurian 
sea. In this great calcareous mass we have a record of the marine life 
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of the age, so far as any record has been left of it. As before stated, 
even here we have in America as yet found no traces of Vertebrates. 
When, however, the waters retreated to the oceanic basins that have 
been always sea, and after, perhaps, other millions of years, came back 
again in the Devonian submergence, we find them inhabited by a horde 
of ichthyic monsters, some of which could hardly have been less for- 
midable than the sanguinary and dreaded sharks of the present day. 
They were imposing, not only from their size, but from the completeness 
of their armor, both for attack and defense. Whether any of them had 
ossified vertebre or not, remains to be determined; but that a larger 
part of their structure was composed of true bone than in any fishes of 
the present period, can be easily shown. The origin and earlier history 
of this great ichthyic fauna is perhaps written in the unexplored depths 
of the oceanic basins from which it came; but to us it ‘sprang, like 
Minerva, full-armed from the head of Jove.” With the Devonian seas 
in their retreat, departed all the group of great bucklered fishes, never 
more to return. In the sea of the Carboniferous age, sharks abounded 
in great numbers, and they seem to have reigned at this period as mon- 
archs of the ocean world. Along the shores, and in the lagoons and 
rivers of the Coal Measure epoch, a multitude of Ganoids abounded, 
mostly small, glittering in polished scale-armor, or having all their 
scales and bones elaborately chased and ornamented. In the same strata 
and localities, another and higher class of vertebrates, the Amphibians, 
have left abundant remains. Many of these were aquatic, carnivorous 
salamanders, not unlike in form and habit the Menopoma of our streams 
and lakes, but far exceeding that in dimensions. Others were slender 
and snake-like, almost without limbs. The Ganoids shade so gradually 
into these Amphibians, that it is impossible to draw any well-defined 
line between them. And there is little doubt that a connected chain of 
being leads from the Ganoids through the Amphibians up to the true 
Reptiles. 

With the retreat of the Carboniferous sea, most of the interval between 
the Mississippi and the Atlantic was left dry land, and has never since 
been submerged. On this land, or the lakes and rivers of the Canadian 
continent, which has remained as land since a period anterior to the 
Silurian age, the Ganoids of the Coal period have continued to exist, 
and in our Lepidosteus and Amia we probably have the lineal descendants 
of Palxoniscus, Celacanthus, etc., of the Carboniferous age. 


19 
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DESCRIPTIONS OF 


FISHES OF THE DEVONIAN SYSTEM. 


GANOIDEI. 
CHONDROSTEIDZ? 
Genus MACROPETALICHTHYS, N. and O. 


The generic characters of Macropetalichthys may be thus described: 

“Ganoid fishes of large size; cranium composed of large, polygonal 
plates, united by double sutures which are nearly concealed by the tuber- 
cled, enameled surface; tuberculation stellate; surface ornamented by 
double rows of pores and single thread lines, forming a pattern: which 
does not correspond with the plates below; eye orbits conspicuous, in- 
closed in the orbital (Frontal?) plates; nasal plate (Ethmoid?) wedge- 
shaped, the apex turned backward, and reaching to the center of the 
cranium; occipital plate (Supra-occipital) oblong, emarginate behind, 
prolonged anteriorly into a point which meets the opposing point of the 
nasal plate; teeth and scales unknown; probably wanting.” 

The crania. of Macropetalichthys constitute the most striking of the 
remains of fishes found in the Corniferous limestone, as they are com- 
posed of large geometrical plates, and are sometimes fifteen inches in 
length. They have attracted the attention of all quarrymen who work 
in this rock, and by them are usually regarded as carapaces of turtles. 
They are, however, plainly the crania of large Ganoid fishes, and are 
the more interesting as they occur in the Old World as well as in Amer- 
ica, and serve as another connecting link between the Devonian lime- 
stones of the Eifel and those of our own country. 

The name now borne by this fish was conferred by Drs. Norwood and 
Owen. The specimen described by these gentlemen was found in the 
Corniferous limestone near Madison, Indiana. When it came into their 
hands it was much broken. As a consequence, the description based 
upon it was very imperfect, in some respects erroneous, and, as will 
be seen, was sure to mislead any one who might discover other represent- 
atives of the genus to which it belonged. Dr. Owen described his fish as 
“being entirely destitute of a tubercled dermal surface; without distinct 
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eye-orbits ; provided with two spinous appendages, or horns, and having 
the escutcheons covered with angular, irregular, rhomboidal, enameled, 
but minute scales” —all of which is entirely at variance with the char- 
acteristics of the crania which I have examined, derived from the same 
formation, and which, judging from a plaster cast of the original which 
I have seen, are generically identical with that described by Dr. Owen.* 

In the Jahrbuch fur Mineralogie, 1846, p. 596, Hermann von Meyer 
gives a brief notice of the discovery of what he regards as a species of 
Placothoraz from the “transition limestones” of the Eifel. This fossil he 
named Placothoraz Agassizüi ; and in the Palzontographica (Vol. I., p. 102, 
t. XII.) he gives a figure and detailed description of it. 

In Von Meyer’s specimen of this fish the tubercled, dermal surface is 
nowhere exhibited, and no characters are derived from it; his diagnosis 
being based on the cast of the under surfaces of the bony plates—the 
plates themselves having mostly disappeared. 

Of these plates, the impressions of portions of six are shown. They 
were united by double sutures, and consist of two on the median line, 
and two pairs of lateral plates separated by these. Of the central plates, 
one is oblong, rounded at what he supposed to be its anterior extremity, 
and terminates “ posteriorly” in a central, salient angle, which is met 
by the more acute ‘‘anterior” angle of a narrow, cuneiform plate, the 
second and “ posterior ” of the central plates. On either side of this nar- 
row plate lies a broad, trapezoidal plate, the two forming a pair, in which 
are set the eye-orbits, “far back from the snout.” 

“ Anterior’ to the orbital plates, and joining laterally the ‘nasal ” 
plate first mentioned, are two small, triangular plates, of which the exte- 
rior margins combine with the “anterior” border of the “nasal” plate 
to give a rounded outline to the “snout.” 

Dr. Giebel (Fauna der Vorwelt, I. 3, p. 265), and Pictet (Paleontologie, 
II., p. 224), both of whom notice this fish, accept without question Von 
Meyer’s name and description, and with him place it among the Cephal- 
aspide. By comparing Von Meyer’s figure with that now given (Pl. 24), 
any one will see at a glance that his fish is at least generically identical 
with our Macropetalichthys, and that he has mistaken the relations of the 
parts of his fossil, and has described as the nasal extremity of the head 
what is really the occiput, and the occipital plate as the nasal; in his 
specimen the anterior (and not, as he says, the posterior) extremity 
being. wanting, and the posterior portion folded under and unnaturally 
rounded. 


* American Journal of Science, 2d Series, Vol. I., p. 367 (1846). 
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The change of position of the head required by my specimens brings the 
eyes comparatively near the nose, and gives a symmetry and propriety to 
its appearance, the want of which is apparent in Von Meyer’s figure. 

That the “ Placothorax” of Von Meyer (i.e., Macropetalichthys) is not 
generically identical with the Placothorax of Agassiz, is, I think, also 
certain. 

The genus Placothorax was first established by Agassiz in 1845 (Pois. 
Toss. Vieux Gres Rouge, p. 134, t. 30, figs. 20-23) to receive a fossil, at that 
time unique, from the Devonian rocks near Elgin, in Scotland. This 
was but a fragment, and only a drawing of that was submitted to Agassiz. 
He, however, pronounced it a portion of the cephalo-thoracic buckler of 
a fish belonging to a new genus, and to his family of Cephalaspides. 

In Placothorax, Agass., the exterior surfaces of the plates are covered 
with tubercles set in rows—on the superior plates parallel to their bor- 
ders, on the lateral plates in longitudinal lines parallel with the axis of 
the fish—and the sutures of the plates are externally conspicuous. 

In Macropetalichthys (Placothoraz, V. Meyer), the mosaic pattern formed 
by the plates is quite different ; the tubercles of the dermal surface—so 
characteristic, in their form and arrangement, of the different genera in 
which they are found—are stellate, as in Asterolepis, and are either irregu- 
larly scattered over the surface, or set in short lines radiating from 
different centers; and the sutures are, for the most part, concealed by 
them. 

In these characters, and in others, the Placothorax of Von Meyer 
(Macropetalichthys) differs from the Placothorax of Agassiz, and should 
therefore be considered as a distinct genus.* 

Of Macropetalichthys there are now enumerated four species, viz: Jf. 
Sullivanti, Newb.; M. Agassiziit, Von Meyer; M. Manni, Newb.; M. raphei- 
dolabis, N. and O. It is, however, possible that the last two are identical 
with the two former; but just what Norwood and Owen’s species is, we 
shall probably never know, as their description does not tell us, and the 
original specimen has been lost sight of; neither do Von Meyer’s descrip- 
tions nor figures furnish the means of making an accurate comparison 
with our American fossils. 

In the earlier notices of this genus, teeth which were frequently found 
associated with the crania of Macropetalichthys were conjecturally assigned 
to this fish; but it is now known that these teeth belonged to a different 
Ganoid, often met with in the Corniferous limestone (Onychodua). 
Though some hundreds of the crania of Macropetalichthys, in better or 


* Placothorax, Agass., seems to me more likely to prove to be the arm (pectoral 
organ) of Pterichthys, than the buckler of any fish. 
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worse preservation, have been obtained, no teeth have been found con- 
nected with any of them; nor have any teeth been so associated with 
them as to render it probable that they formed the dentition of this fish. 
I am, therefore, led to believe that, like the Sturgeon, Macropetalichthys 
was toothless. I have two specimens which show the under side of the 
head, and are so fractured that what represents the head may be lifted 
out, exposing the under surface of the cranial plates. In these speci- 
mens the outlines of the jugular plates are shown, and anterior to them 
an undulated surface, apparently formed by a smooth, leathery integu- 
ment, as in the Sturgeon, but no traces of teeth are anywhere visible. 

Several specimens which I have seen exhibit casts of the central 
cavity of the skull, and prove that the volume of the brain was consider- 
able. It occupied all the space under the Supra-occipital plate, and in 
large specimens was fully an inch in depth. The brain terminated in 
front and rear in two rounded lobes which have been sometimes mistaken 
for condyles. 

The homologies of the skull of Macropetalichthys have not been fully 
made out. I give below a diagram showing the principal plates, but it 
is evident that not all are shown here. The edges of the lateral plates 
so overlap that it is difficult to trace the outlines of the smaller ones. 
This will doubtless be done, however, as more complete specimens are 
procured. 

On Plate 24 the under surfaces of the cranial plates of Macropetalich- 
thys are distinctly shown, From such a view it will be seen that there 
is very little overlapping of the margins, and that they do not unite, as 
do the bones of the cranium in most fossil and living fishes, by squamo- 
sal sutures, but by the direct contact of the edges. The union between 
the plates was, however, very close and firm, as we rarely find them dis- 
articulated. In this respect Macropetalichthys offers a strong contrast to 
Onychodus, in which the numerous plates of which the cranium was 
composed are almost always found disconnected and scattered about in 
the rock which incloses them. 

It will also be noticed that the plates of the cranium of Macropetalich- 
thys are quite thick and continuous, with no lacune or cartilaginous 
spaces. 

The zoological relations of Macropetalichthys can hardly be said to be 
determined by the remains yet found; but from the points which have 
been mentioned in the structure of the head, I am inclined to connect it 
with the Chondrosteans. Thesystem of cranial plates in Macropetalichthys 
is simpler than in Accipenser, but the homologies of the more important 
ones seem to me to be quite plain. The character of the under surface 
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of the head is altogether sturgeon-like, and it is quite certain that the 
general plan of structure was the same in both. Prof. Huxley is in- 
clined to connect the Cephalaspids, Cephalaspis, Pteraspis, etc., with the 
Chondrosteans as represented by Scaphirhynchus and Spatularia. If this 
relationship shall be proved to exist, we may very well conclude that 


Macropetalichthys is one link in the chain, and Chondrosteus of the Juras- 
sic is another. 


CRANIAL PLATFS OF MACROPETALICHTHYS. 





E. Ethmoid. Pr. F. Pre-frontal. Fr. Frontal. O. Orbital. 
S. O. Supra-occipital. Pa. Parietal? Sq. Sqamosal } Ep. Epiotic ? 
P. O. Post-orbital. 


MACROPETALICHTHYS SULLIVANTI, Newb. 
Plate 24, Plate 25, Figs. 1, la. 


Agassichthys Sullivanti, N.; Bulletin National Institute, 1857, p. 3. 
Macropetalichthys Sullivanti, N.; Amer. Jour. Sci., 2d Series, Vol. XXIV., 1862, p. 79. 


As crania of this fish have formed the basis of the generic description 
which I have given, comparatively little need be said in regard to the 
characteristics of the species. Among the specimens which have been 
under my observation, a great diversity in size has been noticeable, and 
so much variety in the details of structure, that I was at one time led to 
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conclude that we had in the Corniferous limestone of Ohio the represent- 
atives of two species of Macropetalichthys. In the paper read before the 
National Institute, cited above, two species were described, M. Sullivanti 
and M. Manni, the former including the larger and relatively broader 
crania—from 10 to 16 inches in length—with plates bounded by 
straight lines, and hence having a more geometrical appearance. The 
smaller crania—from 6 to 9 inches in length—having a narrower nasal 
plate, and the outlines of the frontals and supra-occipital gracefully 
curved, were set off in a species named in honor of the late Dr. Mann, 
an indefatigable and successful collector of Corniferous fossils of New 
Milford, Delaware County. After an examination of a very much larger 
amount of material than I had seen when these descriptions were writ- 
ten, I find it difficult to maintain the distinction between the species 
described, and am disposed to consider the differences which they ex- 
hibit as probably due to age or sex. Further observation may prove 
- these forms to be specifically distinct; but for the present it is perhaps 
wiser to consider all of our specimens as varieties of M. Sullivant. 
It would be very strange, however, if only one species of this remark- 
ably distinct genus were found; and it is altogether probable that in the 
future, collections made from the Corniferous limestone in other States 
than Ohio, or from some other member of the Devonian system, will in- 
clude forms that are more widely separated from the typical species than 
any that have come under mv observation. 

The specimen figured by Von Meyer is, so far as we know, the only 
one that has been discovered in Europe, and it very closely resembles 
those obtained in our State. The imperfect preservation of this specimen 
makes it impossible, however, to determine whether it is specifically 
identical with ours or not. The fact that one head of Macropetalichthys was 
found in the Devonian limestones of the Eifel, proves the genus to have 
had a very wide geographical range, and renders it almost certain that 
it will be met with in every other great exposure of the Devonian lime- 
stones. The specimen described by Drs. Norwood and Owen has been 
already referred to. It was too imperfect for accurate specific deter- 
mination, and has since been lost, so that it can hardly be appealed to 
in a question of spedies. The cumbrous name given to it makes it 
rather fortunate than otherwise that it has been impossible to identify 
it, and we are therefore saved from the loss of time its frequent repeti- 
tion would have occasioned. 

The most important features in the structure and homologies of MM. Sul- 
livanti have been already given, but a few minor points remain to be no- 
ticed. The two plates which lie upon the median line of the cranium, 
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and which unite their salient angles at its center, I have considered the 
Ethmoid and Supra-orcipital. The two polygonal lateral plates which in- 
close the eye-orbits seem to me to probably represent the Frontals, while 
the triangular plates anterior to the eyes should probably be considered 
as the Pre-frontals. The plates which form the posterior lateral portions 
of the skull are not distinctly separable, but they would: seem to repre- 
sent three, which I have fancied might be the Parietal, the Squamosal 
and the Epiotic. The exterior surface of the cranium is covered with 
densely-crowded, stellate tubercles, very well shown on Plate 25, Fig. 1. 
This sheet of tuberculated enamel, when entire, completely conceals the 
underlying bone. Along the principal sutures are lines of dots or pores 
which form a peculiar and tasteful ornamentation. 

As mentioned in the generic description, several specimens of Macro- 
petalichthys which have been found apparently show the under side of the 
head. In these a pair of plain and doubtless once thin plates occupy 
the posterior half of the under surface. These are united by a simple, 
straight, longitudinal suture. The anterior portion of the under surface 
is very imperfectly preserved. No osseous plates are visible here; nor 
are there any traces ot teeth. It would seem, therefore, that this space 
had been occupied by soft tissues, which have disappeared in decay. 

In the figure given on Plate 24, the under surface of the cranial plates 
of Macropetalichthys Sullivanti is well shown. The specimen is slightly 
injured by the breaking away of most of the Post-orbital plates, and by 
the splitting of the Ethmoid and Supra-occipital, the results of compres- 
sion. In Plate 25, Fig. 1, we have a side view of the cranium of Macropet- 
alichthys, showing the general character of the tuberculation of the exter- 
nal surface. In Fig. la, a series of the stellate tubercles which ornament 
the cranium are represented larger than natural, for the purpose of 
exhibiting their minute characters. Owing to the roughness of the 
tubercled surface it usually adheres to the matrix, and it is very rare to 
find so good an exhibition of it as that on the specimen figured. 


CROSSOPTERYGIDA.. 
Genus ONYCHODUS, Newb. 


Ganoid fishes of large size; cranium composed of a great number of 
bony plates covered with an enameled and tuberculated surface ; tuber- 
culation relatively fine, and formed by what may be compared to small 
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grooved cones, pressed down and adherent; jaws set with numerous 
conical, acute, more or less recurved teeth, of nearly uniform size; max- 
illary forming a low triangle, with much-produced, acute lateral angles ; 
dentarv bones posteriorly acute, where they are overlapped by the articu- 
lar portions of the mandibles, long and narrow, curving upward to the 
symphysis, where they support an inter-mandibular arch of bone, to 
which was attached a single series of large, curved, conical teeth; teeth 
all smooth, covered with enamel, without basal plications; those of the 
maxillaries and mandibles implanted in sockets or anchylosed. The 
teeth of the median crest are seven in number, attached (by ligaments? ) 
to an arched base, from which they radiate. They are much curved, 
often sigmoidally, have a circular section near the summit, are some- 
what compressed below, and expand at base into several prominent roots 
or tuberosities. They have a central cavity extending nearly to the 
point, surrounded by dentine simple in structure; the external surface 
is formed by a layer of smooth and polished enamel. 

The body of Onychodus was covered with imbricated scales, nearly cir- 
cular in outline, and about an inch in diameter. The under surface of 
the scale is marked by fine concentric lines, as in Holoptychius. The ex- 
posed portion of the outer surface is ornamented with a tuberculation 
not unlike that of the plates, consisting of radiated but broken lines, 
and confused groups of minute, furrowed, appressed cones. 

This genus was created by the writer many years ago, to receive cer- 
tain conical, curved teeth found in considerable abundance in the Cor- 
niferous limestone. Figures and descriptions of these teeth are given in 
an article “On the Fossil Fishes of North America,” published in the 
American Journal of Science, July, 1862, and they are also described in 
the Bulletin of the National Institute, Jan.,1857. As they are generally 
found detached, nothing was known until recently of their relation to 
any other fish remains found in the Corniferous limestone ; and, as the 
most abundant cranium in that rock is that of Macropetalichthys, it was 
suggested that they formed part of the dentition of that fish. After a 
time, however, these teeth were found associated together, in rows of 
seven ; an arrangement most like that of the teeth of Sharks. And as 
they seem to have been connected with their basal support by only liga” 
mentous attachment, as the teeth of Sharks are attached to their jaws, 
this circumstance was regarded as confirmatory evidence of their Sela- 
chian character. It happened, however, in several instances, that plates 
of various forms, maxillaries and mandibles set with teeth, and numer- 
ous scales—each group evidently the fragments of a single individual— 
were found on slabs taken out of the quarries at Sandusky and Dela- 
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ware. Among these fragments there was almost invariably a single 
series of the teeth of Onychodus. How to establish a relationship between 
these teeth and the associated remains—which were those of a well- 
marked Ganoid fish—was for a long time a puzzle; but, by a fortunate 
discovery of Mr. Hertzer, the problem was at length solved. He found 
at Delaware a large mandible of Onychodus, to which the peculiar series 
of large teeth are attached in their normal position; that is, between 
the extremities of the mandibles, where they hold precisely the position 
of the median row in the dentition of a Shark. They are attached toa 
bony arch, from which they radiate. This is inserted in the symphysis 
of the jaw, supported by a shoulder on the internal face of the extremity 
of each mandible. So faras we yet know, there are no corresponding or in- 
terlocking teeth in the upper jaw; and hence it would seem that they 
armed the projecting extremity of the under jaw, just as the steel point 
arms the prow of a steam ram. We shall probably find more perfectly 
preserved specimens which will fully explain this apparently anomalous 
structure, and perhaps correct in some degree our conclusions in respect 
to it; but the specimens before me seem to establish beyond question the 
position of these teeth in the symphysis of the jaw. 

The pattern formed by the numerous plates that compose the cranium 
of Onychodus is very complicated, and presents a puzzle not yet solved, 
for the cranium has never been found entire; and, indeed, it has only 
rarely happened that any two plates have been seen in connection. In 
this we have evidence of a want of solidification in the structure of the 
cranium, such as has not been noticed among any of the congeners of 
this fish. A number of the plates which compose the bony structure of 
the head can, however, be easily identified, such as the Opercula, Parietals, 
Frontals, etc.; but there are many others of which the homologies are not 
yet determined. The plates which belong to Onychodus are easily recog- 
_ nized by their peculiar tuberculation. This is relatively fine, and may 
be compared to a series of small, striated, appressed cones. In some in- 
stances these cones show but a single furrow by which they are notched 
at the summit; their height is two or three times the diameter, but 
each is laid over and adherent to the plate by its entire side. A similar 
tuberculation, though finer, covers the exposed portions of the maxil- 
laries and mandibles. | 

In Ohio, Onychodus has, as yet, been met with only in the Corniferous 
limestone ; but Ihave received from Delaware County, New York, numer- 
ous teeth, obtained from the Chemung, of a species of this genus, appar- 
ently different from that of the Corniferous. 

In regard to the affinities of Onychodus, it is impossible now to speak 
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with absolute certainty, as all the specimens yet found have been in such 
a dismembered condition as toleave some important points of structure un- 
determined. There is little doubt, however, in my mind that it belonged 
to the Crossopterygidx. The features which lead to this conclusion are the 
cycloidal, imbricated scales, having the exposed portion strongly, the 
covered portion more delicately, yet elegantly ornamented, much as in 
Glyptolepis; the spatulate or sandal-form Jugular plates, and the large 
rounded Opercula. Both these latter plates, as well as the Supra-tem- 
porals, resemble in form those of Polypterus. Hence we may infer that 
when the structure of Onychodus is more fully made out, we shall find 
that the paired fins are more or less lobate, the body fusiform, and the 
general appearance not unlike that of Holoptychius and Glyptolepis. 

The peculiar dentition I have described is a point in the structure of 
Onychodus where it differs widely from the fishes with which I have 
associated it; but I have already shown how much the dentition varies 
among both recent and fossil fishes which, by other characters, are 
somewhat closely approximated. It may also be said that while on some 
large slabs of limestone we have found apparently most of the bony por- 
tions of Onychodus, among these were no plates, such as belong to the 
carapaces of the Placoderms; and we have, therefore, no evidence that 
it has any affinity with Asterolepis, Coccosteus, etc. The scales of Onychodus 
are not unlike those which were attributed by Hugh Miller to Asterolepis ; 
but we now know that these scales really belong to Glyptolepis, and that, 
so far as known, the body of Asterolepis was without scales. 


ONYCHODUS SIGMOIDES, Newb. 
Plate 26, Figs. 1 to 5; Plate 27, Figs. 1, 2. 
Onychodus sigmoides, N.; Bull. Nat. Inst., 1857, p. 5. 


Fishes of large size; head at least one and a half feet long, composed of 
numerous angular and rounded plates, supported on a cartilaginous brain- 
box. and so imperfectly united that in the fossil state they are usually 
disconnected and scattered. Of the head-plates, the opercula are from 
3 to 5 inches in diameter, nearly circular, but with a produced anterior 
angle. The maxillaries are triangular in outline, the anterior and pos- 
terior angles much produced, the lower margin nearly straight, and set 
with a large number of conical, pointed teeth. The dentary bone of the 
mandibles is often more than a foot in length, curved gently upward at 
its anterior extremity, which is rounded. Its posterior extremity is thin 
and flattened, running off to a point and edge, where it is overlaid by the 
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articular portion of the mandible. The upper margin of the dentary 
bone is thickly set with conical, pointed teeth. Embraced within the 
. anterior extremities of the manibles is an arch of bone which supports a 
series of large, conical, sigmoidally curved teeth, seven in number, set 
vertically and projecting downward, forward and upward. These teeth 
show several prominent roots, which partially embrace the bases of the 
adjacent teeth. The exterior surfaces of the cephalic plates, and the 
exposed portions of the maxillaries and mandibles, are thickly set with 
small, enameled tubercles, which have the form of appressed, striated or 
sulcated cones. The body was covered with relatively thin, highly orna- 
mented scales. These have a circular or elliptical outline; the under 
surface is smooth, or faintly marked with concentric lines, and often 
bears a central, elevated tubercle or ridge. The exterior surface shows 
an anterior semi-lunar space, occupying about half its area, where adja- 
cent scales were superimposed. This space is comparatively smooth’ 
but is delicately ornamented with radiating lines of pits. The posterior 
and exposed portion of each scale is roughened with appressed, striated 
tubercles, similar to those on the cephalic plates, and with branching, 
somewhat foliated ridges of enamel. 

The foregoing description will be made more intelligible by referring 
to the accompanying plates (26 and 27). On Plate 26, Fig. 1, is repre- 
sented a portion of the bony arch that occupies the symphysis of the 
under jaw, with three of the large teeth which are set upon it. This 
specimen was associated with the dentary bone represented on Plate 27> 
Fig. 1; and they, with a large number of plates of the head scattered 
about on the same block of limestone, evidently belonged to one fish. 
Fig. 2, Pl. 26, represents a single detached tooth of this central series 
found in another locality; Fig. 3, Pl. 26, a nearly complete series (wanting 
one) of these terminal teeth, from a small individual. Figs. 4 and 5, of 
the same plate, were drawn from a pair of dentary bones of a small indi- 
vidual, and probably the same with Fig. 3. Fig. 4a gives a cross-section of 
Fig. 4. On Plate 27, Fig. 1, is shown the inside of the dentary bone of a 
mature individual, but by no means the largest vet found. It will be 
noticed that the anterior extremity of the dentary bone is hollowed on 
the inside for the reception of the bony arch which carried the series of 
largeteeth. In Fig. 2, of the sanıe plate, is given an accurate representa- 
tion of a dentary bone found at Delaware, with which the bony arch 
and its large teeth are seen nearly in the natural position. In this spcci- 
men the tuberculated character of the exposed portion of the dentary 
bone is well shown; and it will be also noticed that on the upper margin 
many small, pointed t2eth are associated with the larger ones already 
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described—a feature common to many of the fossil Ganoids, and well 
shown in the living Lepidosteus. Fig. 2a represents the tuberculation of 
the jaw enlarged. Figs. la, 1b, and 1c show the scales of Onychodus,; 1a, 
the internal surface, 1b, the external surface of a specimen, not well pre- 
served, but the best at command when the figure was made. In more 
perfect scales the covered portion is seen to be marked with radiating 
lines of pits. 1c represents a portion of the exposed and most highly 
ornamented surface of a scale, much enlarged. 

Figures of the cephalic plates of Onychodus are not given in the present 
volume, as their relationship has been but imperfectly made out; but I 
hope by the aid of new material to furnish hereafter more complete 
descriptions and better figures than would now be possible. The homolo- 
gies of some of these plates have, however, been determined. The Jugu- 
lars, for example, are quite unmistakable. They are, in mature indi- 
viduals, a foot in length by four inches wide, with a spatulate or sandal- 
shaped outline. The Opercula have been referred to. The Parietals and 
Supra-temporals have also been identified. 

Up to the present time no remains of Onychodus sigmoides have been 
found in any other formation than the Corniferous limestone. Here, 
however, they are quite abundant, cspecially in the upper division (the 
Sandusky limestone), where, both at Sandusky and Delaware, certain 
layers contain such numbers of bones and teeth that they are designated 
by the quarrymen as fish-beds. The lower or Columbus subdivision of the 
Corniferous also contains the remains of Onychodus, locally, in consider- 
able abundance. In the accompanying wood-cut is represented a com- 
plete series of the central teeth of Onychodus, intermediate in size between 


CENTRAL TERTH OF ONYCHODUS SIGMOWES, BLENDER FORM. 


those represented on the plates. These I formerly supposed to be identi- 
cal with a species found in the Chemung of New York; but I now have 
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reason to suppose that we have here only an immature specimen of 0. 
sigmoides. In O. Hopkinsit of the Chemung, the teeth are apparently 
smaller than in O. sigmoides, and not often, if ever, sigmoidally curved. 

It will be noticed that the larger and smaller series of teeth now 
figured (Figs. 1, 2, 3, Pl. 26, and wood-cut) differ very much, not only in 
length, but in strength, the larger teeth being relatively more robust. 
.Some of the smaller teeth so frequently met with in the Corniferous 
limestone are also much more slender than others. These differences 
may be found to have a specific value, but it has seemed to me that they 
hardly afforded sufficient ground for a specific distinction. 


. 


ELASMOBRANCHI. 
Gunus MACHARACANTHUS, Newb. 


Spines often of large size, flattened, curved, ancipital, unsymmetrical 
(dextral and sinistral); edges and point generally acute; base somewhat 
narrowed, with a rough and irregular extremity ; central cavity reaching 
nearly to the apex; external surface covered with a thin coating of 
enamel, in some species smooth, in others punctate and longitudinally 
striated; microscopic structure that of dense, ivory-like bone. 

These spines are very characteristic of the horizon of the Corniferous 
limestone; having been found at this level in Indiana, various localities 
in Ohio, in New York, and at Gaspe, Canada. Though presenting some 
anomalous characters, among which the most remarkable is their want 
of symmetry (being rights and lefts), it is hardly possible they can be 
anything else than the defensive spines of fishes. Their dense, bony 
structure, enameled surface, and rough, irregular bases, would seem to 
‘prove that, like the fin-spines of many Sharks and Rays, they had been 
implanted in the integuments without articulation. Possibly they were 
the first rays of the pectoral fins, which would account for their being in 
pairs. In that case, it might be expected that the bases would exhibit 
some marks of their articulation to the pectoral arch. But as the fishes 
that bore them were undoubtedly cartilaginous, the insertion of pectoral 
spines—supposing they possessed them—would naturally somewhat re- 
semble that of the dorsal spines. Many bony fishes, as Arius, etc., bear 
formidable dorsal and pectoral spines; but these always exhibit some 
indications of an articulation at their proximal extremities. In the 
Sharks, Chimeras and Rays, however, the dorsal spines are simply im- 
planted in the integuments of the back, and each spine has a roughened 
and attenuated base, which is surrounded by a larger or smaller mass of 
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cartilage. Comparatively few cartilaginous fishes of the present epoch 
are provided with even dorsal spines; and none, so far as known, carry 
spines on the pectoral fins. -In Chimera, however, we have a peculiar 
spine placed anterior to each abdominal fin; and since, in the Mesozoic 
and Paleozoic ages, the Elasmobranchiate fishes were much more gener- 
ally provided with spines, it is not too much to suppose that this tendency 
to the development of organs of defense should be exhibited in spines 
appended to the anterior paired fins. The tails of some of the Rays are 
armed with two closely approximated, serrated spines, and they distinctly 
show upper and lower surfaces; but both are set on the median line, and 
qre straight. We should naturally expect, therefore, that the defensive 
spines worn by any cartilaginous fish on the dorso-median line would 
exhibit similar features. The spines of Macheracanthus are, however, 
distinctly rights and lefts; and in the unique specimen discovered by the 
late Prof. Hopkins, of Auburn, two spines, which apparently form a pair, 
are seen lying in the rock, probably nearly in their natural position. A 
wood-cut of this instructive specimen is given below. It was obtained 
from the Corniferous limestone at Auburn, New York. 


PAIR OF SPINES OF MACHARACANTHUS PERACUTUS. 
The polished and punctate surface of the spines of Machzracanthus 


gives them very much the appearance of some of the spinous append- 
ages of Crustaceans, such as the telson of Limulus; but the dense bony 





304 PAL/EONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 


structure of the spines of Macheracanthus is very unlike anything I have 
seen among the articulates. Beside this, the exo-skeleton of Crusta- 
ceans is always jointed together, and the spinous appendages are dis- 
tinctly articulated with the thoracic or abdominal segments. The spines 
of Machzracanthus, however, show no such articulation ; and we are com- 
pelled to suppose, from the irregular bases which they present, that they 
were implanted in the-integuments, or sunk in cartilage. From all 
the facts before me, I am led to conclude, therefore, that we see in 
Machzracanthus paired, defensive spines, which were formerly borne on 
the pectoral fins of some Elasmobranch fishes, of which all the other 
portions of the body have disappeared. 

That the spines of Machsracanthus are homologous with the very pecu- 
liar spines which are set anterior to the abdominal fins in Chimera seems 
scarcely possible, from the very great difference of form and size which 
they exhibit. When we remember that some of the spines of Machzra- 
canthus are more than a foot and a half in length, double-edged and very 
sharp, we can hardly avoid the conclusion that they were used as weap- 
ons of attack or defense, and that they constituted most formidable and 
efficient ones. 


MacHARACANTHUS MAJOR, Newb. 
Plate 25, Fig. 2. 


Macheracanthus major, N.; Bull. Nat. Inst., 1857, p. 6. 


Spine large and strong; length, 12 to 20 inches; greatest: breadth, 14 
inches; wing of concave border widest; point moderately acute; base 
narrowed and compressed, with a rough and irregular termination; up- 
per (?) surface lightly striated longitudinally, central axis projecting 
in an imperfectly rounded ridge, 4 inch wide, elevated ys inch above the 
wings; under (?) surface of central axis marked by about 10 distinct, 
longitudinal carinations; axis, § inch wide, flattened, obliquely angled 
at sides, rising + inch above the wings; base unequally sloped off 
where it was set obliquely into the integuments. At this point the 
carinations of the upper part become obsolete; sides of axis, above and 
below, punctate. 


Formation and Locality : Corniferous limestone; Columbus, Delaware and San- 
dusky, Ohio. 
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' MacHZRACANTHUS PERACUTUS, Newb. 
Plate 29, Fig. 6. 
Machzeracanthus peracutus, N ; Bull. Nat. Inst., loc. cit. . 


Spines 5 to 6 inches in length, 7 to 8 lines wide; point and edges 
very sharp; wings nearly equal; central axis on the upper surface form- 
ing a sharp and narrowed carination ; below, a higher but more rounded 
ridge. This is perhaps the species most common in Ohio. It will be 
recognized by its small size, the acuteness of its point and edges, and by 
the angular ridge of the median line above and below. This is the spe- 
cies referred to in the generic description, and that which furnished the 
figures employed there to show the paired character of these spines. 
The average size and appearance are well shown in the illustration 
cited above. 


Formation and Locality: Corniferous limestone ; Delaware and Sandusky, Ohio. 


MACH-ERACANTHUS SULCATUS, Newb. 
Machzracanthus sulcatus, N.; Bull. Nat. Inst., loc. cit. 


Spine 4 to 8 inches in length, 6 to 10 lines wide; upper surface 
smooth, with a strong and sharp carination along the axis; wing of 
convex side widest ; opposite wing narrow, and exhibiting a strong mar- 
ginal sulcus, giving it a double edge; under surface of axis rounded, 
with several longitudinal sulci and caring, and with oblique angles at 
sides. Ä 

At the time of writing this description I have no sufficiently good 
specimen of this species to furnish a satisfactory figure. There are, 
however, better specimens in the collection of the late Dr. Mann, and I 
hope to have it well figured for another volume of the Report. I have 
little doubt that a spine of this species was the original of the figure 
published by Prof. Hall in the Geology of New York, Part IV.,p. 174, 
although I have never seen the specimen, and in the figure the distinc- 
tion between the central axis and the wings is not well preserved. A 
reduced copy of Prof. Hall’s figure is given in Dana’s Manual of Geology, 
p. 275. The only specimen of M. sulcatus which I have is considerably 
twisted. 


Formation and Locality : Corniferous limestone; Milford, Ohio. 
20 
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Genus LIOGNATHUS (n. gen.). 


A small Placoderm, known as yet only bya jaw, found in the Cornifer- 
ous limestone. This is spatulate in outline, dentated only at and near 
its anterior extremity. It has the general form of the dentary bone of 
Dinichthys and Coccosteus, and evidently belonged to a fish closely allied 
to them. It is even possible that it will hereafter be found associated 
with some small plates which occur in the Corniferous limestone, and 
which, from their resemblance to some of the plates of the carapace of 
Coccosteus, I have been inclined to refer to that genus. 


LIOGNATHUS SPATULATUS (n. Sp.). 
Plate 29, Fig. 4. ° 


Of this fish we have as yet only the right dentary bone. This is two 
inches long, by seven lines wide at its broadest part, somewhat triangu- 
lar or spatulate in outline, its anterior extremity pointed, the posterior 
broadly rounded. The superior margin is nearly straight, and bears 
toward the anterior extremity a number of irregularly clustered, conical, 
blunt (?) teeth. At the extreme point is one (or more) longer, conical, 
acute tooth. The inner surface only of the jaw is exposed to view. This 
is flattened and smooth throughout. Probably the anterior portion of 
the exterior surface, if exposed, would be found to be roughened or 
tuberculated. As is mentioned in the generic description, the general 
form of this jaw is similar to that of Coccosteus, and it is a miniature 
copy of the dentary bone of Dinichthys. The resemblance is so strong 
that we must conclude that in this little jaw we havea relic of a hitherto 
unknown Placoderm which inhabited the Corniferous sea. I have, from 
the same quarries where this was found, a posterior dorsal plate which 
closely corresponds, in size and form, with that of Coccosteus decipiens, 
and it is not at all improbable that this plate once belonged to the same 
fish with the jaw under consideration. The figure given is of the natural 
size. 


Formation and locality: Corniferous limestone ; Delaware, Ohio. 


Genus CYRTACANTHUS (n. gen.). 


The above generic name is given to a remarkable fish-spine found by 
Mr. Hertzer at Delaware. It is broken at its superior extremity, and 





FOSSIL FISHES. 307 


somewhat exfoliated, but it shows enough of its original form and struc- 
ture to make it certain that it is quite distinct generically from any 
fish-spine heretofore described. It is much curved, perhaps abnor- 
mally. The exterior surface was once generally tuberculated, except at 
the rough and expanded base. Its peculiar and diagnostic character is 
a single row of conical denticles set on the posterior side, limited to the 
upper portion, and increasing in size from below upward. Most defensive 
spines are much less curved, and have the denticles most strongly devel- 
oped near the base of the exposed portion. They also increase regularly 
in size from above downward. 

Since the specimen upon which this generic description is based is 
unique, little can be said in regard to its relations. In its curved form, 
expanded base, and denticulated summit, it recalls the peculiar cephalic 
spine of Chimzra, and hence suggests relationship with the large 
chimeeroid teeth found in the same deposit. And yet the tuberculation 
of the surface is precisely that of some of the lateral spines of the 
cephalic buckler of Aspidsohthys armatus, also found in the Corniferous 
limestone, and to be more fully described in another volume of this 
report. 


CYRTACANTHUS DENTATUS (n. Sp.). 
Plate 29, Fig. 5. 


Spine 4 inches in length, cylindrical, 34 lines in diameter at center, 
larger above and below; base irregularly dilated, and hollowed out 
below; upper portion covered with small and closely set tubercles. 
Near the summit is a line of strong, conical, slightly depressed denticles, 
set on the middle posterior line. These denticles increase in size from 
below upward; the uppermost being more than a line in diameter and 
height. The figure given of this spine is of the size of nature. 


Formation and locality: Corniferous limestone; Delaware, Ohio. 


HOLOCEPHALI. 
CHIMAROIDI. 


Genus RHYNCHODUS (n. gen.). 


Teeth somewhat crescent-shaped or semi-circular, much compressed ; 
the exterior margins regularly curved, the interior more nearly straight 


® 
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and more or less thickened; one of the cornua produced and somewhat 
acute, the other more or less rounded and obtuse. The straight side of 
the tooth formed a triturating or cutting edge. In some species it was 
sharp and played upon the similar edge of the opposite tooth ; in others 
it was broader and fitted for crushing mollusks or other food. Internal 
structure of teeth cancellated; the triturating surface being roughened 
by the extremities of calcigerous tubes. The number of teeth and de- 
tails of dentition are not yet known, but we may infer from their shape 
that they were placed at the anterior extremities of the head to form a 
kind of rostrum or beak, much as the dental plates of Chimzra are 
placed. As none of the margins show marks of contact with other 
teeth, we may conclude there were but four having this form. 

The internal structure of these teeth varies somewhat in the different 
species, adapting each to its functions. In R. secans the central portion 
is cancellated by interwoven calcigerous tubes, while the surfaces are 
composed of a tissue almost as dense as enamel, so that the cutting edges 
produced by the friction of opposing teeth on each other were kept con- 
stantly sharp and effective. In R. frangens, however—in which the 
upper edge is thick and presents a broad triturating surface to the oppo- 
site tooth—the dental tissue is cancellated throughout; affording by use 
that peculiar roughened surface so constantly seen on the teeth of the 
Cestracionts (Psammodus, etc, ). 

Among the large number of fish teeth from the Corniferous limestone 
which I have grouped in the genus Rhynchodus, there is considerable 
variety of form and structure; and yet, when nearly complete, they have 
so much in common that 1 have felt compelled to associate them together, 
and have supposed them to represent three specics of a single genus. 
These species are described and figured in this report, and by reference 
to Plates 28 and 29 the characteristics of each form will be seen at a 
glance. In R. secans (Pl. 28, Fig. 1, 1a) the teeth have cutting edges. In 
R. frangens (Figs. 2, 2a, 3, of the same plate), with the same general 
structure and semicircular form, the edges are flattened and fitted only 
for crushing or triturating. In Ff. crassus (Pl. 29, Fig. 3) the upper surface 
is broader and more irregular, the whole togth more massive and fitted 
for rougher work. The fundamental structure of all these varieties 1s, 
however, the same. They are all somewhat semi-lunar in outline, one of 
the angles being thickened, forming a kind of crown which was exposed 
to wear, while the rounded outline of the tooth is composed of compara- 
tively thin walls, which apparently enclosed a process of the jaw on 
which the tooth was supported. This jaw was evidently cartilaginous, 
as all traces of it have generally disappeared. Not unfrequently nothing 
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but the crown of the tooth remains, the thinner walls below having been 
broken away. Such specimens are shown on Plate 28, Figs. 2a,3. Inthe 
more complete specimens, such as are illustrated by Fig. 2, Plate 28, and 
Figs. 1, 2, Plate 29, although the entire outlines of the teeth are preserved, 
the thinner portions are crushed in and broken in such a way as to prove 
that these parts were filled and sustained by some core which has dis- 
appeared. The margins of all these teeth, when entire, are thin and 
rounded in outline, showing that they could not have been matched with 
others to form a complex dental series, but were solitary, or one set on 
each ramus of each jaw. Their microscopic structure is that of the teeth 
of Plagiostomous fishes, and is quite different from that of the teeth of 
any Ganoid known. 

In one specimen which I have before me there are four of the teeth of 
Rhynchodus secans lying on a block of limestone, apparently holding 
nearly the position they did in life. They are surrounded by obscure 
traces of other portions of the fish that bore them, but nothing that has 
any distinct form or character. 

In regard to the affinities of Rhynchodus, it seems to me that we have 
no good reason to doubt that they form the dentition of Chimeroid fishes, 
and that we.have in them evidence of the existence on the globe of 
the Holocephali at a period long anterior to that in which their oldest 
remains have hitherto been found. As has been stated in the general 
review of our fossil fishes, the Chimeroids of our present seas (Chi- 
mzxra and Callorynchus) are the remnants of an order of cartilaginous 
fishes which once held a much more important place than now in the 
fauna of the globe. In Europe the remains of the teeth of Chimeroids 
have been discovered in Tertiary, Cretaceous and Jurassic strata; but 
none in older formations, if we except the somewhat anomaloys Ptyctodus 
found by Pander in the Devonian of Russia,* and of which a single tooth 
was discovered by Mr. Worthen in the Hamilton group, Calhoun County, 
Nlinois, and described by him and the writer with the name of Plyctodus 
(Rinodus) calceolus. (Geol. Surv. Ill., Vol. IL, p. 106; Vol. 1V., p. 374.) 
The affinities of Ptyctodus may be somewhat doubtful, although I have 
been inclined to consider the teeth described under this name as proba- 
bly the dentition of some Chimeroid fish. 

Whatever may be thought of the relations of Ptyctodus, those who are 
familiar with the fossil Chimeroids described by Sir Philip Egerton will 
probably not hesitate to group Rhynchodus with them. 


* See Pander’s monograph ‘ Ueber die Ctenodipterinen des Devonischen Systems,” 
p. 48, Pl. 8. 
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Although the Holocephali have heretofore heen supposed to be limited 
in their downward range by the Jurassic formation, since we have ev}- 
dence that our living Chimeroids are only the remnants of an expiring 
fauna, it was to be expected that the life of this fauna would be found to 
reach far back in time; and it was quite consistent with all the facts 
before known to find traces of Chimeroids in Paleozoic rocks. 

The Rays, on the other hand, are apparently a comparatively modern 
off-shoot from the original Selachian stock. We have no evidence of 
their existence at a period anterior to the Jurassic age, and they are 
evidently now in their epoch of fullest development; while the Chim«- 
roids, in their decadence, should naturally have had an earlier birth. 

Up to the present time no teeth of Rhynchodus have been discovered 
outside of the State of Ohio, nor in any other formation than the Cornifer- 
ous limestone; but here they are not uncommon, though specimens as 
perfect as those now figured are extremely rare. For twenty years I 
have had in my possession fossils obtained at Sandusky and on the 
Islands, similar to that figured on Plate 28 (Fig. 2a), of which I could make 
nothing, until, by the discovery of more complete specimens, they were 
found to be only the solid anterior angles of teeth which were originally pro- 
vided with large, semicircular bases. Fragments such as these doubtless 
exist in many collections, and, with the plates and descriptions now 
published, they will become intelligible to their possessors. 

With the teeth of Rhynchodus we not very unfrequently find some 
peculiar fossils, of which one is represented on Plate 28 (Fig. 4.) They 
are oblong or imperfectly quadrangular in outline, of no great thickness, 
one surface flattened, the other concave. The flat surface is commonly 
marked with low, transverse ridges or lines of growth. The material 
composing them is dense and hard, more like dentine than bone. What 
these singular bodies are I am, as yet, quite unable to say; but from their 
microscopic structure I have been disposed to regard them as some por- 
tion of the dental apparatus of an Elasmobranch fish, and from their 
association with the teeth of Rhynchodus I have fancied they might have 
- once belonged together. 


RHYNCHODUS SECANS (Nn. Sp.). 
Plate 28, Figs. 1, la; Plate 29, Figs. 1 to 2a. 


Teeth somewhat semicircular in form, posterior angle rounded or ob- 
tuse, the anterior prolonged into a more or less acute point; posterior 
and inferior margins thin and sharp, anterior and superior margins 
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thickened ; surfaces smooth, almost polished ; interior face flattened, ex- 
terior sloping from the anterior and upper thickened edges to the thin 
margins behind and below; upper margins nearly straight; anterior 
half often worn to a sharp, knife-like edge by contact with the corre- 
sponding edge of the opposite and overlapping tooth. 

Of these singular teeth I have quite a number, from the upper por- 
tion of the Corniferous limestone at Sandusky and Delaware. In out- 
line they form the segment—from one-third to one-half—of a circle, and 
are from three to four inches in length across the straight side. They 
were apparently four in number, so set as to form a kind of beak; those 
of opposite jaws playing on each other like the blades of shears. All 
the specimens I have are considerably worn, the anterior half of the 
upper margin being beveled off to form a straight, acute, cutting edge. 

In general form and structure these teeth correspond closely with 
those I have described under the name of Rhynchodus frangens, but are 
smaller, narrower, smoother and much less thick and massive. They 
are also at once distinguishable by their cutting edges. 

On Plate 28, Fig. 1, is represented a tooth of Rhynchodus secans, showing 
a much worn, cutting edge. Fig. la represents a section of the same. 
On Plate 21, Figs. 1 and 2, are represented a pair of these teeth placed 
in their supposed natural positions; while the outlines la, 15, lc, 2c, ex- 
hibit different forms of the anterior angle more or less modified by use. 
All these figures are of natural size. Figs. 1 and 2, Pl. 29, are taken 
from a group of four found together and forming apparently the denti- 
tion of a single fish. 


Formation and Locality: Corniferous limestone; Sandusky and Delaware, Ohio. 


RHYNCHODUS FRANGENS (n. sp.). 
Plate 28, Figs. 2, 2a, 3. 


Teeth semi-lunar in form, one side slightly concave, the opposite 
margin strongly convex and regularly rounded; type specimen four 
inches and eight lines in length, depth at the crown of the arch, two 
inches and nine lines; sides flattened; greatest thickness, six lines; 
concave side showing a triturating surface on its anterior half and rising 
upward into a beak like point; lateral surfaces smooth and polished ; 
the lower and rounded portion of the tooth formed by thin walls of bone 
inclosing a deep pulp-cavity?; crown portion thick and strong. 

The above description is based upon a tooth which seems to exhibit 
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an unusual perfection of preservation, inasmuch as there are several in 
the collection before me which apparently represent the crown portion— 
the massive anterior angle with its beak-like point and triturating sur- 
face—while the broad and smooth expansion of the side formed by the 
thin and shelly portion is altogether wanting. It is, however, possible 
that these are corresponding teeth from opposite jaws of which one form 
exhibits a crown portion with a broad expansion of marginal wall in- 
closing, perhaps, a pulp-cavity, while the other is simply concave below 
for adaptation to the convex surface of a supporting jaw; just such a 
difference, indeed, as is seen in the teeth of the upper and lower jaws of 
Callorhynchus. 

The microscopic structure of these teeth is similar to that of many of 
the teeth of extinct Selachians, such as Cochliodus, Psammodus, etc., viz., 
a cancellated or reticulated tissue formed by radiating and branching 
calcigerous tubes completely solidified near the exterior, but wearing in 
such a manner as to leave a peculiar roughened and punctate grinding 
surface. The general form of the most perfect of them is very similar 
to that of those I have designated by the name of Rhynchodus secans ; 
but in that species the lower margin is not so strongly arched, and the 
crown forms a cutting edge which played on that of the opposing tooth. 
If my view that these are the teeth of Chimeroid fishes is accepted, it 
will perhaps be thought that the differences between these two species 
have generic value, as they are quite as striking as those which separate 
the genera Edaphodon, Ganodus, Ischiodus, Elasmodus, etc. Yet, as it 
seems to me, with so little material before us, and knowing so little of 
the complete dentition of either species, it would be somewhat prema- 
ture to attempt now to define more than one genus. 

The resemblance presented by these teeth to those described by Buck- 
land under the name of Chimera Townsendii (Proc. Geol. Soc., Lon., Il., 
p. 206) is so striking, that to any one who will make the comparison the 
question will seem to be not so much whether the teeth under considera- 
tion are those of a Chimeroid fish, as whether the present species and 
that of Buckland do not belong to the same genus. 


RHYNCHODUS CRASSUS (n. sp.). 
Plate 20, Fig.3. 


Teeth large and strong, 3 to 5 inches in length, 14 to 2 inches in 
breadth. Base expanded with a somewhat semicircular outline, from 
which the sides converge upward to an irregularly flattened and rough- 
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ened crown, which rises at the anterior extremity into a pointed prom- 
inence. Base excavated. Crown thick and strong, upper surface show- 
ing attrition from use. 

In the tooth described above, we have a form of which a number of 
examples have been taken from the Corniferous limestone, none of 
which, however, are sufficiently complete to enable us to give all de- 
sirable details of their normal outlines and structure. So far as we can 
judge from -this material, the original form of these teeth was not unlike 
that of the one I have described under the name of Rhynchodus secans, 
but they were evidently much broader and stronger, and fitted rather for 
crushing than cutting. For the reasons already given, I have been led 
to group these with the other teeth now described under the same 
generic title, and to regard them as the remains of fishes having more 
affinity with Chimera and Callorhynchus than with any others now living. 
Probably the accumulation of more material will enable future paleon- 
tologists to determine more accurately the relations of this group of 
fishes with each other and with our living fauna; and it is possible their 
researches will modify in some degree the views now advanced. I have 
thought, however, that the publication of figures and descriptions of 
this singular group of fossils would at least serve a useful purpose in 
stimulating collections and researches by which their structure and re- 
lations would be more fully ascertained. 

Formation and locality: Corniferous limestone; Sandusky, Delaware and Kelley’s 
Island. 


PLACODERMI. 
Genus DINICHTHYS (n. gen.). 


This was a very large Placoderm allied to Asterolepis, Coccosteus, etc., 
but apparently-far exceeding them in dimensions. The cranium was 
composed of thick, bony plates, strengthened with massive internal 
arches, all firmly anchylosed together, forming a bony box, not yet found 
disarticulated, which was at least two feet in length and breadth. 
Within the osseous cranium there was doubtless a cartilaginous brain- 
case, but the solid bone of the occipital portion was three inches in 
thickness. 

The dentary apparatus consisted, First, of relatively small and thin, 
somewhat triangular maxillaries, which bear on their margins a num- 
ber of conical, acute, anchylosed teeth, formed by the prolongation of the 
bony tissue of the jaw. These teeth interlocked with a similar series on 
the mandibles. Second, in advance of the maxillaries, the premaxillaries 
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are developed into large and strong triangular dental plates or teeth. 
Third, the mandibles consist of a dental bone, in some species, two feet 
or more in length, flattened and spatulate behind, turning up anteriorly 
to form a strong triangular tooth, which, with its fellow of the opposite 
mandible, interlocked with the great divergent premaxillary teeth. 
Midway of the dentary bone, in some species, the upper margin was pro- 
longed into a series of conical teeth which matched with those of the 
maxillaries, and between this series of relatively small teeth and the 
upturned extremity of the mandible, a single large triangular tooth was 
formed by the prolonged jaw tissue. The articular extremity of the 
mandible, which was probably cartilaginous, and was spliced on to the 
dentary bone, has not yet been discovered. The union between the 
mandibles at the symphysis was apparently very slight, as the approxi- 
mated surfaces are smooth, and the jaws are always found disconnected. 
The tissue of those portions of the mandibles, maxillaries and premax- 
illaries which served the purposes of teeth, is exceedingly dense, resem- 
bling enamel in this respect. The surfaces are also smooth and highly 
polished. Along the inner face of the triangular tooth formed by the 
upturned end of the mandible, in some species, a single line of pitted 
tubercles form an evident and even striking ornamentation. A similar 
row of tubercles is seen on the outer surface of some of the great pre- 
maxillary teeth, as shown in Plate 31, Figs. 1 and 2. 

The external surface of the cranial bones and mandibles shows a pecu- 
liar, fine, vermicular or reticulated marking, quite different from that of 
the surface bones in the allied genera. The cranial surface is also seen 
to be marked with a series of narrow, simple furrows, which form an 
ichthyic arabesque that has no relation to the sutures which unite the 
cranial plates. 

The body of Dinichthys would seem to have been protected by plates 
which formed a carapace, as in Coccosteus, Plerichthys and Asterolepis. Not 
all the plates composing this armor have yet been found, but we have 
enough of them to know that it enclosed the body less completely than 
in Pterichthys and Coccosteus, but more so than in Asterolepis and Iletero- 
tius. The plates which protected the under side of the body were large, 
but relatively thin, and were perhaps partly covered with integument, 
as they show little of the peculiar vermicular ornamentation of the 
upper surface. The plates of the back were very large and thick, and 
must have covered all the vital parts of the body. Of these, the dorso- 
median shield, ‘which occupied the middle portion of the back, was 
sometimes fully two feet in length and breadth. In outline it approaches 
the same bone in Asterolepis, but is fully twice as large. It bears on its 
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under surface a strong median crest which in its highest portion projects 
more than four inches from the concave arch of the plate. It is also 
prolonged into a neck-like extremity, which extends several inches 
beyond the outline of the dorsal shield. The form of this remarkable 
bone will be best understood by reference to the figures on Plate 32, of 
which the largest is one-fourth, the others one-eighth natural size, linear. 

On either side of the dorso-median shield was located a large and flat 
Supra-scapular (os articulare corporis of Pander). These bones had 
in Dinichthys much the same form and position as in Coccosteus, though 
very much larger, as will be seen by a comparison of the figures now 
published (Plate 34, Figs. 1 and 2) with those given by Pander (Ueber die 
Placodermen des Devonischen Systems, Taf. 3, Figs. 10a and 105, Taf. 7, Figs. 
2b and 2b’). Asin Coccosteus, this bone has a strong and prominent condyle 
which moved in a socket in the plate which formed the posterior lateral 
angle of the cranium (os articulare capitis of Pander), Plate 34, Figs. 3, 
oa, 3b and 4. 

No scales have yet been found with the remains of Dinichthys; and 
from their absence we may infer that, as in Coccostcus, the posterior por- 
tion of the body was covered simply with a tough skin. We are unable 
to say, from any evidence yet before us, what the form of the body was; 
whether it was short and massive, as in Pterichthys and Coccostcus, or more 
elongated, as in Asterolepis and Heterostius. We may infer, however, from 
its affinities, which are closer with Corcosteus than with Asterolepis, that 
the body was relatively short and massive. We know that it could not 
have been less than 24 to 3 feet in diameter, but it is impossible to say 
whether the fish was 10 or 15 feet in length, and we do not yet know 
what was the number and form of the fins. 

Though presenting some striking peculiarities, the structure of Din- 
ichthys exhibits so many points of resemblance to that of the group of 
Placoderms already described — Asterolepis, Coccosteus, etc.—that there 
can be no doubt that it was a member of this order, and apparently the 
most gigantic of all. The dental apparatus of Dinichthys is its most re- 
markable feature, and at first sight it would seem entirely without par- 
allel among living or fossil fishes. The huge triangular teeth formed by 
the modified premaxillaries are certainly very different from the teeth 
borne by any other member of the Placoderm group, and yet they are not 
very unlike the dental plates of the Chim:vroids, and are less heteroclite 
than the dentition of some modern fishes, as, for instance, that of Scarus. 

Among the old Devonian fishes the dentition was scarcely less varied 
than in those of the present day; and in those which have been obtained 
from the Devonian rocks of Ohio, and are described in this report, there 


316 PALEONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 


are some of the most extraordinary modifications of dentition known. 
For example, Macropetalichthys was probably, like the Sturgeon, edentu- 
lous. Onychodus carried a crest of relatively large teeth upon an arch of 
bone set between the extremities of the mandibles. These teeth seem 
not to have matched with any inthe upper jaw. The teeth of Rhynchodus 
form a parrot-like beak, as do those of Chimera, one species having teeth 
with sharp edges which played upon each other like the blades of shears. 
In another the heavy semicircular teeth. four to five inches in diameter, 
were fitted for crushing rather than cutting. In Dinichthys the massive 
jaws are themselves transformed into teeth more singular in their struc- 
ture, and more formidable than those of any living fish. Although so 
peculiar, the dentition of Dinichthys is not so different from that of 
Coccosteus and Pterichthys as might at first sight appear. In all these 
we have the same consolidated, spatulate mandible, with a series of 
anchylosed teeth occupying the middle of its upper margin. These 
teeth are formed by the condensation and prolongation of the tissue of 
the jaw, while in many fishes the teeth are implanted in sockets, or have 
a ligamentous attachment to a cartilaginous support. 

In the accompanying diagram I have attempted to give a plan of the 
dentition of Dinichthys. 


DENTITION OF DINICHTNYS, ONE-TWELFTH NATURAL SIZE, LINEAR. 

It will be understood that in this figure the jaws are represented as 
spread so as to be fully seen from the front. In life the posterior ends of 
the mandibles were brought so near together that their form could not 
be distinctly seen in a front view. To obtain a just idea of the formid- 
able nature of this dentition, it should be remembered that each of the 
mandibles is two feet in length. 


DINICHTHYS HERTZERI (Nn. sp.). 
Plates 30 to 34. 


As the remains of this great fish have served as a basis for the generic 
description of Dinichthys, they have already been so fully described that 
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little more is required to give a clear idea of its size and structure. The 
bones of Dinichthys collected at Delaware, Monroeville and Sheffield, 
have been provisionally referred to D. Hertzeri, but it is by no means 
certain that all should be referred to one species, as they show differences 
in structure which indicate sexual or other varieties, or distinct species. 
These points of difference will best appear in the detailed descriptions 
of the different bones. 

Cranium. The form of the posterior portion of the cranium is well 
shown in the two figures given on Plate 33. Of these, one represents 
the outside, the other gives an inside view of a specimen obtained from 
the Huron shale, in Sheffield, Lorain County, by Mr. J. Terrell. Another 
cranium, found by Mr. A. W. Wheat at the same locality, presents 
. essentially the same features, though on a larger scale, inasmuch as the 
diameter of the posterior portion of the larger cranium is 24 inches, of 
the smaller, 16 inches. It will be seen, by reference to the figures, that 
the various plates which compose the skull in Dinichthys are firmly sol- 
dered together, so that their outlines cannot be fully and accurately de- 
termined. The posterior margin of the cranium is formed by the repre- 
sentatives of the Supra-occipital, the Squamosal and Epiotic plates. 
These coalesce to form a massive arch which presents in some portions a 
thickness of over three inches of solid bone. The posterior margin of 
the Supra-occipital, which forms the summit of the crescent of the poste- 
rior outline of the skull, shows almost precisely the form and structure 
of the corresponding bone in Heterostius, viz., in the crown of the arch is 
seen a pyramidal tubercle projecting posteriorly, while immediately 
anterior to this, and not well shown in the figure, is a deep pit, which is 
sometimes single in Dinichthys, but oftener is composed of two depres- 
sions, a8 in Ifelerostius, Asterolepis and Coccosteus. The posterior lateral 
angles of the head are formed by the articular margin of the Epiotic 
(os articulare capitis), better shown on Plate 34, Figs, 3, 3a, 3b and 4, than 
in the general view, Plate 33. The projecting point shown in all these 
figures is a rest or guard which strengthened the articulation. The 
joint itself is formed by a deep cylindrical socket, into which {its the 
condyle of the Supra-scapular in such a way as to form one of the strong- 
est and most complete articulations in the whole animal kingdom. In 
the specimen figured on Plate 33, only the posterior and central portions 
of the cranium are shown. The bones of the anterior and lateral portions 
seem to have been united by cartilaginous attachments, so that they are 
generally disconnected. Two very massive, somewhat triangular bones 
were found by Mr. Wheat occupying the position of the bones numbered 
F. in Hugh Miller’s diagram, and called by him Posterior-frontals. Of 
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these, the under sides are roughened and deeply pitted, apparently to 
afford firm bases for the great premaxillary teeth. 

In one specimen discovered by Mr. Hertzer the entire cranium was 
present, and not very much distorted. This afforded very precious infor- 
mation regarding the aspects and structure of the anterior portion of the 
head. Unfortunately, the upper surface was co firmly attached to the 
rock that the plates were considerably exfoliated in its removal. The 
maxillaries are, however, seen in position, and the premaxillary teeth 
holding their proper place, with the exception that one is somewhat 
twisted laterally. Under the cranium, in this specimen, the mandibles 
were found lying together, and though detached, their ends were point- 
ing up between the premaxillaries. The position of the bones in this 
head has revealed to us all the generalities of the structure of the jaws 
and teeth in Dinichthys, and forms the basis of the restoration given in 
the diagram on a preceding page. 

Mandibles. The form and structure of the mandibles have been given 
in a general way in the generic description. To that I would add, how- 
ever, that the polished and ornamented interior faces of the triangular 
tooth formed by the upturned end of the mandible seem to me to render 
it at least probable that, instead of uniting to form one tooth, the pointed 
extremities of the mandibles were slightly divergent, so as to form tıro 
teeth; both of which, however, passed between the extremities of the 
premaxillaries in the closure of the mouth. Among the mandibles 
found at Delaware, I have noticed an interesting difference of form. In 
some—like that figured on Plate 30—a conspicuous triangular point or 
tooth is raised between the anterior extremity and the series of small 
teeth set near the middle of the dentary bone. In other specimens this 
seems to be entirely wanting; a variation which may, however, be only 
dependent on age or sex. The smaller teeth, to which I have referred, 
are represented, natural size, on Plate 31 (Fig. 3.) 

Premazillary teeth. From the center of a concretion found at Delaware 
was taken the absolutely perfect tooth figured, natural size, on Plate 31. 
It will’be seen that the outline of this tooth is triangular, that it occupied 
the anterior lateral angle of the muzzle and arched around from the front 
to the side. Above, it is broadly expanded, flattened, and more or less 
rough, for co-adaptation with the associated bones. Below, it is composed 
of dense and polished tissue, which indicates great hardness and strength 
in this portion of the tooth. From its size, form, and jet-black color, as 
it lay partially exposed in the rock, it suggested the half of the hoof of 
the elk or moose. This tooth has evidently seen much service, for the 
shoulder which it presents on Plate 31, Fig. 1, is evidently, for the most 
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part, made by contact with the tubercle or subordinate tooth of the 
mandible. A tooth found by Prof. Allen, on the Lake shore at Sheffield, 
and which evidently corresponds to that now figured, shows a remarkable 
deviation from it in form. With equal or greater length, it is scarcely 
more than half as wide; and, instead of terminating above in a squamosal 
margin, shows here a massive ovoid tuberosity, such as has evidently 
been impacted in some cavity of the cranial bones. This tooth is also 
without the ornamentation formed by the line of tubercles shown in the 
figure. These differences are so marked that it would not be surprising 
if it proved that we had here the remains of two distinct species. Addi- 
tional material, illustrative of the structure of Dinichthys, will doubtless 
be obtained before the completion of the Geological Survey, and when 
another volume shall be published we may have the means of definitely 
settling this question. 

Dorsal Shields. Of the plate-armor which enclosed the central portion 
of the body of Dinichthys, the most interesting portions are figured on 
Plates 32 and 34, and have been already described. The dorso-median 
shield is sufficiently well shown in the figures now published, to enable 
any one to form a clear idea of its structure. They will very likely, 
however, fail to get from the reduced figures an adequate appreciation of 
its magnitude, and realize that it is more than two feet in diameter in 
both directions. Those who have access to the monograph of Prof. Pan- 
der on the Placoderm fishes of Russia, will see that the dorsal shield of 
Dinichthys presents considerable resemblance to those of both Asterolepis 
and Heterostius, and yet is sufficiently distinct from both. In general 
outline it more closely resembles the dorsal plate of Asterolepis, while in 
the neck-like projection of the inferior crest, it is much more like that of 
Heterostius. In its fine, inconspicuous ornamentation, its outer surface 
differs widely from the tuberculated exterior of the bones of all its con- 
geners, Heterostius, Asteroleps, Coccosteus, etc. 

Supra-scapular. The Supra-scapular of Dinichthys (os articulare cor- 
poris of Pander) is represented in our collections by a number of more or 
less complete specimens. From these we learn that it was somewhat 
oblong or rudely triangular in outline, terminating on either margin 
with broad, squamosal surfaces, where it was overlapped by other plates. 
Its anterior margin bears a remarkably formed articular condyle, which 
is a wonder of adaptation. It was so inserted into the socket of the os 
articulare capitis as to form a strong and perfect joint—one which gave 
considerable motion to the parts joined, and yet that locked them 
together so firmly that they could not be separated without the fracture 
of either the condyle or socket, both of which were very strong. 
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Our first knowledge of Dinichthys Hertzeri we owe to the industry and 
acuteness of observation of Rev. H. Hertzer, a clergyman stationed for 
two years ut Delaware, Ohio; and who, while performing his ministerial 
duties, and receiving a very small salary, still found time to make many 
important collections and observations in geology. The town of Dela- 
ware is located upon the line of junction of the Huron shale and the 
Hamilton and Corniferous limestones. The Corniferous abounds in fos- 
sils, and Mr. Hertzer collected a splendid suite of the ichthyolites which 
characterize this formation ; but the Huron shale had, up to this time, 
been regarded by all geologists as barren ground—nothing but a few 
Lingule and Discin& having been obtained from it. Near its base the 
Black shale contains, both at Delaware and elsewhere, a great number 
of concretions composed of impure limestone. These are often quite 
spherical, and ten feet or more in diameter. In examining some of these 
septaria which had been split, apparently by the frost, Mr. Hertzer dis- 
covered that they not unfrequently contained masses of silicified wood 
(Dodozylon Newberry, Dawson,) or fragments of bones that had served as 
nuclei around which they had formed. Of these bones several were 
taken by Mr. Hertzer to the meeting of the American Association at 
Buffalo, in 1806. There they were submitted to me, and I recognized 
them as the bones of huge Ganoid fishes, altogether new to science: 
With enthusiasm fired anew by the interest these specimens excited, 
Mr. Hertzer devoted all the time possible to further examinations of the 
concretions which contained them. The results of his efforts were com- 
municated to me from time to time, in letters, in which each of the dis- 
coveries that resulted in the almost complete restoration of the head of 
Dinichthys is graphically described. The rock which contains these fos- 
sils is one of the toughest and most intractable known, and Mr. Hertzer 
deserves great credit for the care and skill with which hundreds of frag- 
ments were carefully gathered, and each cemented in its proper place. 
In one of these concretions Mr. Hertzer found a head of Dinichthys, of 
which the component parts, though somewhat dislocated, were all pres- 
ent. In another was a complete mandible, and in still another, one of 
the great teeth of the upper jaw. Though much broken, both of these 
latter specimens were restored by Mr. Hertzer nearly to their former in- 
tegrity, and they now constitute the pride of the collection of the School 
of Mines of Columbia College. 

The specimens which occur in the cliffs on the Lake shore at Sheffield, 
Lorain County, are not found in concretions, but simply imbedded in the 
shale. Generally a thin coating of “cone-in-cone” covers all their sur- 
faces; and doubtless if there had been more lime in the carbonaceous 
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mud which now forms the Huron shale, the bones would have been more 
completely enveloped with calcareous material. From the circumstances 
in which they occur, the bones found at Sheffield are much more easily 
detached from their matrix than those which are included in the concre- 
tions at Delaware and Monroeville; hence we must look to the former 
locality for the most numerous and satisfactory specimens of this gigan- 
tic fish. At Sheffield the cliff is constantly worn away by the waves, 
and the fragments of bone may from time to time be noticed projecting 
from the weathered face. These fragments attracted the attention of 
Mr. Terrell some years since, and we now owe to his intelligent interest. 
in them some of the most complete and instructive specimens known.* 
In consequence of the compression suffered by the shale from the 
weight of the overlying rock, the Sheffield specimens are found very 
much crushed and broken. Great care is therefore necessary in getting 
them out, freeing the fragments from their calcareous crust, and re- 
uniting them each in its proper place. Much patience and skill has 
been expended by Mr. Wheat in the restoration of the specimens ob- 
tained by him at Sheffield. All the more important ones have passed 
through his hands, and they owe much of their completeness and sym- 
metry to his care and skill. It is a somewhat remarkable fact that 
among some hundreds of fragments of the bones of Dinichthys obtained 
at Sheffield, only a single premaxillary tooth has yet been discovered, 
and no portion of the maxillaries or mandibles. We are therefore want- . 
ing in materials for comparing satisfactorily these specimens with those 
obtained at Delaware. The difference in form of the great tooth obtained 
by Prof. Allen at Sheffield, from those collected at Delaware by Mr. 
Hertzer, has been remarked upon, and it will not be surprising if two 


*TI regret to be compelled to report that, since the above paragraph was written, 
the finest specimens discovered by Mr. Terrell, and those represented on Plates 32 
and 33, have been destroyed by the fire which consumed Ely’s block, in Elyria. It 
is to be hoped that this sad misfortune will prompt those who may hereafter secure 
fine and unique specimens illustrating our paleontology, to place them at once in 
some repository where they will be safe from the all-devouring element; for it seems 
that fate has decreed that, without such a precaution, their destruction is simply a 
question of time. 

Another suggestion is scarcely of less practical importance, and that is, that all re- 
markably fine specimens should be carefully photographed as soon as convenient 
after their discovery. We may congratulate ourselves that Mr. Terrell’s thoughtful- 
nees in this respect has saved his specimens from being utterly lost to science ; for 
the photographs which he had taken have supplied the material for the plates to 
which I have referred, and have thus made the more important features of his speci- 
mens immortal. 


21 
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or more species of Dinichithys should be found to be represented in the 
two localities. This probability is somewhat strengthened by the fact 
that the bones obtained at Sheffield are from the extreme upper layers of 
the Huron shale, while the Delaware specimens are from the base of the 
formation.* , 

Sections of the bones and teeth of Dinichthys have been made by Mr. 
John E. Gavitt, of New York. These, when examined under the micro- 
scope, reveal some interesting and instructive phases of bone tissue. It 
has not been possible, however, to have figures made from these sections 
in time for introduction into this volume, but it is hoped that they will 
be illustrated in the future publications of the Geological Survey. 


Genus ASPIDICHTHYS (n. gen.). 


A Placoderm fish of large size, having a carapace composed of massive, 
bony plates, of which the middle plate of the back —“ dorso-median ”—is 
similar in form to that of Pterichthys, but many times larger, and is cov- 
ered with large, hemispherical, smooth, enameled tubercles. 

Up to the present time one entire dorso-median plate and a few frag- 
ments of others are all that we have obtained of this remarkable fish. 
When other portions of his plate armor shall be found, they will probably 
be seen to correspond most nearly with that of Pterichthys. The tuber- 
culation of the surface is, however, very different from that of Pterichthys, 
and, as the dermal ornamentation is very characteristic in these old 
fishes, it is undoubtedly indicative of differences which have generic 
value. 


* Since the above description was written, a mandible of Dinichthys has been ob- 
tained from the summit of the Huron shale, at Sheffield, Lorain County, by Prof. 
A. A. Wright, which gives us some new light on the dentition of this remarkable 
fish. This mandible is smaller than those from Delaware, being only eighteen inches 
long, and shows several points of difference in form; but its most striking feature is 
a sharp cutting edge along the anterior third of its length—an edge formed by the 
friction upon it of the maxillary and premaxillary which shut over it, their edges 
playing upon its edge precisely as scissor blades play on each other. In this speci- 
men the denticles seen on the upper margin of the mandible now figured (Plate 30) 
are obsolete, the margin of the jaw being raised into a thin edge, evidently for cut- 
ting only. . 

These specimens will be fully described and figured in another volume of our Re- 
port. They will doubtless form a second species of the genus, for which I propose 
the name of Dinichthys Terrelli, to commemorate the zeal and intelligence shown by 
Mr. Jay Terrell in the collection of this interesting fossil at"Sheflield, Lorain County 
Ohio. 














FOSSIL FISHES. 323 


By Pander, Pterichthys—of Agassiz and Hugh Miller—is called Astero- 
lepis, as he identifies it with Asterolepis of Eichwald. But Eichwald’s 
description and name were based on a fragment so uncharacteristic that 
it is quite impossible to be certain what it is; while the names Asterolepis 
and Pterichthys have been ao thoroughly identified with the fishes to 
which Agassiz and Hugh Miller assigned them, that it would produce 
great confusion to attempt to change them. Pander called Asterolepis of 
Agassiz Homostius, but his example has not been followed by others. 


ASPIDICHTHYS CLAVATUS (N. sp.). 
Plate 35, Figs. 1 and 2. 


Of this huge and remarkable fish very little is known, as only some 
portions of the dorsal plates have yet been found. These are, however, 
so peculiar and so different from anything else known to paleontologists 
that they will serve to identify unmistakably one of the largest and most 
singular of the great Placoderm fishes that inhabited the Devonian seas. 

The most significant fragment of Aspidichthys yet discovered is a 
nearly entire median dorsal plate, obtained by Mr. Hertzer from the 
Huron shale at Delaware, Ohio. This plate is an elongated hexagon, or 
short, coffin-shaped, having, indeed, almost exactly the form of the dorso- 
median plate of Pterichthys, but a hundred times as large; for, while the 
largest plate of Pterichthys is 12 by 18 lines in dimensior, the correspond- 
ing plate of Aspidichthys is as many inches in each direction, or, more 
exactly, is 13 by 17 inches, and a portion of it is wanting. It is more. 
than an inch in thickness in the central portion, and is keeled below as 
is the same plate in Dinichthys and Asteroleps. The most striking 
feature in this plate is, however, its external ornamentation. This con- 
sists of knobs or bosses of smooth, shining enamel, of the size and form 
of split peas. 

In its general aspect this tuberculation resembles that of Pterichthys 
and Coccosteus, but differs strikingly in this, that the tubercles are per- 
fectly smooth and polished, and show nothing of the stellate ornamenta- 
tion which is to be seen on the plates of nearly all the great mailed fishes 
of the Old World. This character has, doubtless, generic value, but the 
form of the dorso-median plate is so nearly that of the same plate in 
Pterichthys Milleri, that, if it were not for this peculiar tuberculation, we 
might conclude that we had in this fish nothing more than a huge mon- 
ster of a Pterichthys. | 

The margins of the plate under consideration are beveled off and 
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straightened in such a way as to prove that it articulated with others, 
and there is no reason to doubt that it formed part of a carapace similar 
to that of Pterichthys. 

Plate 35, Fig. f, represents the dorso-median plate of Aspidichthip, very 
much reduced; Fig. 2, a portion of the same, natural size. 


Formation and Locality: Huron Shale; Delaware, Ohio. 





FOSSIL FISHES. 325 


DESCRIPTIONS OF 


FISHES OF THE CARBONIFEROUS SYSTEM. 


ELASMOBRANCHII. 
SQUALL. 


Genus CTENACANTHUS, Agass. 


Fin-spines of moderate or large size, compressed, gradually tapering, 
moderately arched backwards; anterior face narrow, rounded ; posterior 
face concave, with a moderate cavity, the lateral edges bordered by two 
rows of curved denticles, inclining downwards; exposed surface marked 
with strong, longitudinal ridges and furrows, pectinated by transverse 
ridges, scales or tubercles ; base of moderate size, rapidly tapering, finely 
striated or roughened. 

Defensive spines belonging to this genus are, perhaps, more widely dis- 
tributed than any others known. Numerous species have been found in 
the Old World and the New. Most of these have been obtained from the 
Carboniferous rocks, and it is evident that the fullest development of the 
family of sharks which bore these spines took place in the Carboniferous 
age. But several species are now known which were obtained from 
Devonian strata, and of these, by far the finest, Ct. vetustus, is figured and 
described in this volume. Barrande carries the date of the beginning of 
Ctenacanthus much farther back, as he describes a species (Ct. Bohemicus) 
which occurs in the Upper Silurian and Lower Devonian strata. There 
is, however, some question whether this species should be included in 
the genus Ctenacanthus. It is not yet certainly known what teeth were 
associated with the spines of Ctenacanthus, but there is little doubt that 
they have been described under different names. From the association 
of teeth of Orodus and spines of Ctenacanthus in the Waverly Shale at 
Vanceburg, Ky., I have been led to suppose that they were originally 
parts of the same fish. We may confidently expect, however, that in 
the formation and locality where the specimens to which I allude were 
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obtained, we shall before long procure material that will enable us to 
settle this question, just as a similar question has been set at rest in 
regard to the relationship of the teeth and spines of Hybodus and Acrodus 
in the Jurassic. 

Another inquiry is suggested by the results of the study of the Jurassic 
sharks, and that is, whether there were one or two spines on the back of 
Ctenacanthus. It has been proved that in Hybodus there were two, differ- 
ing somewhat in form and markings. These questions will be referred 
to again in the descriptions, to be published in another volume, of Orodus 
variabilis and Ctenacanthus furcicarinatus found at Vanceburg, Ky. 

Ctenacanthus is exclusively Paleozoic in its range, and the sharks which 
bore these spines must have been sometimes of formidable dimensions. 
Some specimens of Ct. major, from the Coal Measures of England, are 
considerably more than a foot in length, and very strong. A specimen of 
Ct. formosus, Newb., found in the Waverly, at Warren, Ohio, is fourteen 
inches in length. This will be figured in another volume of this Report. 


CTENACANTHUS VETUSTUS (N. sp.). 
Plate 35, Figs. 3, 3a, 3b, 3c, 3d. 


Spine of medium size—6 to 8 inches long—robust, gently arched 
backward, rapidly tapering to the point; buried portion conical, nearly 
smooth; exposed portion ornamented with 16 or more nearly equal 
ridges—those on the sides for the most part simple, but sometimes forked 
at base and nearly smooth ; those on the anterior margin pectinated so 
strongly as to afford a marked specific character; section conical; pos- 
terior surface flattened, with a strong, rounded, longitudinal mesial 
ridge; medullary cavity small, opening backward at the base of the 
ornamented portion. 

This beautiful spine is the first well marked species of Ctenacanthus 
found in the Devonian rocks of Ohio. Its most striking peculiarity is 
the smoothness of the lateral carin® and the strong pectination of the 
anterior margin. 

Formation and locality: The specimen on which-this description is based, was ob 
tained from the Huron shale at Avon Point, Lorain County, by Mr. J. W. Hulbert 
of Elyria, to whom I owe the opportunity of describing it. 


CTENACANTHUS MARSHI (n. sp.). 
Plate 36, Figs. 3, 3a, 30. 


Spine short and robust, much compressed, broad at base, rapidly taper- 
ing to a sub-acute point; anterior margin straight or gently arched; 
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posterior border very oblique; buried base broader than superior portion, 
rounded below, laterally flattened, finely striated; pulp cavity very 
broad, opening posteriorly below the ornamented portion; line of de- 
marcation between plain and ornamented surfaces curved ; exposed por- 
tion of spine much flattened below, more rounded above; anterior mar- 
gin acute ; posterior face concave, forming a broad longitudinal groove, 
on the margins of which are set a few tubercular denticles; lateral sur- 
faces marked with relatively few, strong, nearly plain, enameled ridges, 
those near anterior border strongest and most continuous, nearly 
straight, and parallel with the margin ; toward the posterior edge they 
are shorter, more numerous and oblique ; the summits of these ridges in 
places faintly beaded, but no where pectinated ; width of spine at base, 
18 lines; length, 7 inches ; thickness, 7 lines. 

Two specimens of this spine are before me, one of which I owe to the 
kindness of Col. J. W. Foster, of Chicago, the other to Prof. O. C. Marsh, 
of Yale College. Both want the superior extremity, but show the mid- 
dle and basal portions nearly equally well. They indicate a short, 
robust, compressed and strongly carinated species, very unlike any other 
yet found in America. 

In the general character of the surface markings, these spines closely 
resemble those figured and described by Agassiz under the name of Cten- 
acanthus major; and they agree also with Agassiz’s description so far as 
regards the ornamentation, but not in regard to form or the “acute pos- 
terior margin ”—the latter being a most anomalous feature in the spines 
of Ctenacanthus, all of which, so far as I know, have a flattened. pos- 
terior surface. The spines under consideration are much shorter and 
relatively thicker than those of Ctenacanthus major, and are also distin- 
guished from those described by Prof. Agassiz, by the obliquity of the 
short ridges which cover the posterior half of the sides near the base. 

It is possible, however, that both the specimens which have come into 
my hands are from the posterior dorsal fins, where the spines (if there 
were two in Ctenacanthus) would almost necessarily be shorter than those 
of the first dorsal. This is strikingly true of the spines of Hybodus and 
Acrodus, as shown by Mr. Day in his paper published in the first volume 
of the Geological Magazine; and if I am correct in the suggestion I have 
made, that the spines forming the genus Clenacanthus belonged with the 
teeth known as Orodus, there was a close relation between these genera, 
Orodus and Ctenacanthus forming the Carboniferous representatives of the 
Jurassic Acrodus. 

I have some large and massive spines from the Coal Measures of Scot- 
land, which, with nearly identical surface markings, are twice as long 
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as these, and they have the posterior margins, not acute, as Prof. Agassiz 
represents his specimens of Ctenacanthus major, but broadly concave, as 
in the specimens before us. These spines come to me as those of Cten- 
acanthus major, and suggest the probability that Prof. Agassiz was misled 
by the imperfect exposure of the specimen he figures, and that if this 
were properly developed it would show a flattened, striated posterior sur- 
face, as do the other species of the genus. 

If Prof. Agassiz is correct in representing the section of Ctenacanthus 
major as lenticular, and both margins acute, our specimens must be con- 
sidered distinct. If, however, his description is erroneous, and the 
spines of Ctenacanthus major are posteriorly flattened, we have no well 
marked characters with which to distinguish our specimens from the 
European, except the smaller size and more robust figure of ours. It is 
possible, as has been remarked, that this striking difference may depend 
on the different positions of the spines, and that all the European speci- 
mens of which I have any knowledge are anterior, and that both our 
specimens are posterior dorsals; but this is hardly probable. Until 
such time, therefore, as we shall have obtained more material bearing 
on the question, we shall bé compelled to consider our Zanesville spines 
as representing a new species. To this species I have given the name of 
Prof. O. C. Marsh, of Yale College, who has kindly loaned to me for ex- 
examination the best specimen yet found. 

Among the Ctenacanthus spines described abroad, there are none so short 
and thick as these, unless it be those of Ctenacanthus tenuistriatus, Ag., 
in which the carinations are much finer and more numerous. 


Formation and locality: Coal Measures, near Zanesville, Ohio. 


CTENACANTHUS FORMOSUS (N. Sp.). 
Plate 36, Figs. 2, 2a, 2b. 


Spine very long (14 inches), slender, curved, broadest at base (1 inch), 
narrowing to a long acute point; much compressed laterally; basal por- 
tion relatively short, rounded below, flattened laterally, surface covered 
with a fine, longitudinal striation; exposed portion marked with numer- 
ous, sharp, continuous, pectinated caring (about 25 at base, 15 in the 
middle), those occupying the middle portion of each side being finest; 
posterior face flattened and slightly concave, the angle on either side set 
with small, crowded, hooked denticles; pulp cavity relatively small, 
opening to posterior surface at the junction of the ornamentation with 
the base. 
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The size of this spine, its graceful curve, and elegant ornamentation, 
combine to render it the most beautiful of all the species known to me 
of the genus. The basal portion is unusually short, broad and com- 
pressed. The angle formed by the line of junction of the ornamented and 
plain surfaces with the axis of the spine is of about 45°. The enameled 
ridges on the sides are more numerous, sharper, and more continuous 
than in any other known species. These characters, with its compressed 
section and curvature, will serve to identify it at a glance. 


Formation and locality: This species of Ctenacanthus is a characteristic fossil of the 
Waverly. I have fine specimens obtained from the Cuyahoga Shale by M. C. Read, 
at Warren, Trumbull County; from the Berea Grit, at Chagrin Falls, by C. T. Blakes- 
ley, Esq.; and from the “ Waverly Black Shale,” at Vanceburg, Kentucky, by Capt. 
Patterson. 


CTENACANTHUS TRIANGULARIS (ND. Sp.). 
Plate 36, Figs. 1, 1a, 10. 


Spine of medium or small size, 4 to 6 inches in length, straight or 
slightly curved, robust ; section triangular; pulp cavity large, opening 
to posterior surface above the base; basal portion broadest, oblong in 
outline, irregularly rounded at the extremity, marked with a fine, lon- 
gitudinal, vermicular striation ; exterior portion broadest below, taper- 
ing regularly to the triangular point ; lateral fäces marked at the base 
with about twelve longitudinal, pectinated carin&, which are largest 
near the anterior margin, and diminish in number and strength toward 
the nearly smooth summit; posterior face flattened or slightly concave, 
with an obscure ridge along the median line, the whole covered with fine 
vermicular, longitudinal markings; the posterior angles of the upper 
half of the spine set with hooked denticles. 

The section of this spine—nearly an equilateral triangle—is its most 
striking feature. It is also more nearly straight than any other species 
with which I am acquainted. 

More than two dozen of these spines were found by Mr. G. K. Gilbert 
on a slab of sandstone detached from a cliff below the Conglomerate on 
the banks of Oil Creek. They were mingled with the impressions of 
many large, flattened and rounded teeth, most of which had been re- 
placed by carbonate of iron, and had lost all definiteness of form and 
markings. Such a concentration of spines and teeth of Selachians I 
have nowhere seen; and we may hope that the same bed will hereafter 
furnish some material of great paleontological interest. It is to be re- 
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gretted that the teeth which accompany the spines are not better pre- 
served, as they would give us important light on the affinities of at least 
one of the fishes of which the spines are grouped in the genus Ctenacan- 
thus. The obscure impressions left by the teeth indicate a dental series 
unlike any hitherto known ; and if; as seems probable, they belonged to 
the same fishes that bore the spines, they prove that the genus Ctenacan- 
thus includes fishes very different, if not generically distinct. 

One of these teeth has somewhat the form of those of Acrodus, and 
might be considered as the tooth of Orodus; but the others are more like 
those of Psammodus. 


Formation and locality: Waverly group; Oil Creek, Pennsylvania. 


Genus GYRACANTHUS, Agass. 


Defensive spines of large Selachians, found not unfrequently in the 
Coal Measures of Europe, and first described by Prof. Agassiz in hig 
‘* Poissons Fossiles.” They are usually straight, and are marked by oblique 
ridges, which converge ascending, and meet on the anterior margin. 
These ridges are often broken into tubercles which form a rasp-like sur- 
face. Two fine species are described by Prof. Dawson—G. duplicatus, D., 
and G. magnificus, D. (Acadian Geology, p. 210, figs. 55 and 55a)—from 
the Coal Measures of Nova Scotia. Of these, one is 22 inches long. The 
dentition of the sharks which bore these spines is unknown. 


GYRACANTHUS-COMPRESSUS (n. Sp.). 
Plate 37, Figs. 1, la, 1b, 2, 2a, 2b. 


Spines of large size—12 inches or more in length, 1} inches in greatest 
diameter—laterally much compressed; anterior. margin sub-acute; pos- 
terior flattened ; ornamented portion covered with very numerous, fine, 
oblique, parallel, pectinated or beaded ridges. 

This species of Gyracanthus is associated with @. Alleni, but is very 
distinct from that. Its most striking and characteristic features are its 
flattened, compressed section, and the fine, somewhat reticulated, oblique 
carination, which covers all the exposed portion. G. Alleni is more slender, 
is much more nearly cylindrical, and the oblique ornamentation of the 
sides is much coarser and is limited to a smaller portion of the surface 
than in G. compressus. 

From the foreign species G. formosus and G. tuberculatus of Agassiz— 
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probably only varieties of one species—G. compressus will be at once dis- 
tinguished by its flattened section and much finer markings. 


Formation and locality: Cuyahoga Shale, Medina, Ohio; and from the Drift (doubt- 
less Waverly), Dearborn County, Indiana. 


GYRACANTHUS ALLENI (0D. sp.). 
Plate 37, Figs. 3, 30, 3b, 3c, 3d. 


Spine 6 to 8 inches long, straight, cylindrical below, compressed 
laterally above ; basal portion conical, finely striated longitudinally ; line 
of insertion very oblique, 12°-15° ; posterior canal reaching to middle of 
spine; half of basal portion of exposed surface highly ornamented with 
oblique, parallel lines of tubercles, which converge and meet on the ante- 
rior border ; above, these lines of tubercles coalesce, and near the summit 
form beaded ridges which cover the entire lateral surfaces; posterior 
half of lateral faces below and posterior face above nearly smooth, but 
showing fine, oblique striations. 

These spines are smaller and straighter than the European species, but 
exhibit the same generic characters. The distinguishing peculiarity 
of our species is the great breadth of the nearly smooth posterior belt. 
In the Old World species this smooth space is altogether posterior, and 
does not reach the summit of the spine. In our species it occupies half 
the circumference below, and, gradually narrowing, apparently reaches 
the summit as a smooth, posterior face. 

These specimens are of special interest as being the first of the genus 
found in the United States; and since Gyracanthus is found exclusively 
in the Coal Measures abroad, they give a decided Carboniferous character 
to the rock in which they occur. 

This species is named in honor of Prof. G. N. Allen, of Oberlin, Ohio, 
who first met with it. The type specimen is in his cabinet. 

Formation and Locality: Cuyahoga Shale (Waverly); Bagdad, and Lodi, Medina 
County, Ohio. 


Genus COMPSACANTHUS, Newb. 


Spines of small size, gently curved backward ; exposed portion smooth 
and polished; section at all points circular; a single row of relatively 
large, remote, depressed hooks set along the posterior median line. 

The spines of this genus will be at once recognized and distinguished 
from all others known by'the single row of large hooks which they bear 
along the posterior median line. 
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CoMPSACANTHUS LEVIS, Newb. 
Plate 40, Figs. 5, 5a. 
Compsacanthus levis, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., doc. cit. 


Spines small, 3 to 4 inches in length, slender, curved, acuminate, 
smooth, having a circular section at all points; upper two-thirds fur- 
nished with a single row of relatively large, depressed, acuminate hooks, 
set along the median line of posterior surface, diminishing in size to the 
summit. 

Of this neat little defensive spine quite a number of specimens have 
been found at Linton, though it is not known to occur in any other 
locality. The figure now given represents the superior two-thirds of one 
of these, of the natural size. The basal extremity has not yet been dis- 
tinctly seen, but it apparently extends considerably below the hooks, and 
its surface is nearly or quite smooth. 


Genus ORTHACANTHOS, Agass. 


ORTHACANTHUS ARCUATUS, Newb. 


Plate 40, Fig. 4. 
Pleuracanthus arcuatus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. ctt. 


Spines 3 to 6 inches in length, 3 to 5 lines in diameter at base, 
base, gently curved backward, tapering to an acute point; anterior sur- 
face rounded, finely striated longitudinally; posterior face flattened, or 
raised into a low ridge along the median line. This flattened surface 
occupies about one-third of the circumference, and at the angle formed 
by the junction of the lateral surfaces with this is, on each side, a row of 
closely set, acuminate, depressed hooks. 

Spines similar to that described above are not uncommon in the cannel 
coal at Linton, Ohio. They seem to be composed of dense, bony tissue, 
have a nearly circular section, and show, in the center, traces of a medul- 
lary cavity which reaches two-thirds of the way from base to point. At 
the basal end the opening is apparently terminal. In all essential par- 
ticulars these spines show a great resemblance to that figured by Agassiz 
(Poissons Fossiles, Vol. 8, Atlas, Tab. 45, Figs. 8, 9), under the name of 
Orthacanthus cylindricus. The specimen so named by Agassiz is not de- 
scribed, but is simply referred to in the text (Vol. 3, p. 330). It is 
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much larger than any found in Ohio; the two rows of denticles on the 
posterior face are much more closely approximated than they are in our 
fossils, and the spine is straight, while ours are gently curved. The lat- 
ter character exhibited by the specimen in the hands of Prof. Agassiz 
suggested the name given to it, and there is a certain discrepancy in 
referring a curved spine to the genus Orthacanthus ; but the resemblance 
in the general structure exhibited by the specimens from Linton and 
that figured by Prof. Agassiz is so close that it seems to me plain they 
should be united in one genus. If they are generically identical, it 
simply proves that the discovery of new material has thrown some addi- 
tional light on the characteristics of the genus, and has shown that the 
generic name was not fortunately chosen. Among the many spines 
found at Linton, which are at least generically identical with the one 
now described, are several which, when they sunk to the bottom of the 
water inhabited by the fishes which bore them, chanced to fall with the 
posterior face turned either directly down or up. In such cases, by the 
vertical pressure to which they have been subjected in the consolidation 
of the cannel coal, they have been rendered nearly straight; and as the 
specimen figured by Prof. Agassiz shows many transverse fractures, it is 
possible that this also was once curved, and, like most dorsal spines of 
sharks, curved backward. Much more complete and beautiful specimens 
have been obtained of O. arcuatus since the figures now given were made, 
and one or more of these will be drawn for publication in another volume. 
In these better specimens the denticulation of the posterior face is most 
perfectly preserved, and is more regular and beautiful than that of any 
other spines with which I am acquainted. 

At Linton these spines lie in the black coal, and, being coated with 
sulphide of iron, they have the appearance of beautifully finished and 
formidable metallic stilettoes. Since they were composed of the densest 
tissue, they must have formed very effective defensive or offensive 
weapons. 

As we look over the remains of fishes found at Linton to see what other 
appendages of Selachians exist in corresponding abundance, in order, if 
possible, to associate them with these spines, we find none but the teeth 
of Diplodus, which, by their numbers, seem to correspond in the slightest 
degree. The teeth of Diplodus are very numerous; and as I have proof 
from several imperfectly preserved jaws that each fish was provided with 
several hundred of them, the numbers of the teeth and spines found are 
perhaps not disproportionate. This relationship is mentioned, not as 
teaching anything new, but as confirming the conclusions arrived at in 
the Old World by Sir Philip Egerton and Prof. Kner, viz.: that the spines 
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called Orthacanthus were worn by a Selachian of which the teeth were 
Diplodus. 

I should also say that I have recently obtained several specimens in 
which the spines of Orthacanthus arcuatus are buried in the ill-defined 
mass of granular material which represents in the cannel coal the partly 
ossified cartilage that composed the hard parts of the head of Diplodus. 
With them are also groups of Diplodus teeth still attached to the jaws. 
These specimens not only confirm the statements made that Diplodus and 
Orthacanthus belong together, but also shows that the spines were worn on 
or near the head. 

The specimen now figured (Pl. 40, Fig. 4) is the middle portion of a 
spine of average size. It is seen from the side, and shows one row of 
denticles. 


Genus DIPLODUS, Agass. 


The fish-teeth called by Agassiz Diplodus are not unfrequently met 
with in the.Coal Measures of Europe and North America. Two species 
were described by Agassiz many yeara ago; D. gibbosus and D. minutus 
(Poiss. Foss., Vol. 3, p. 204; Atlas, Vol. 3, Tab. 226, Figs. 4 and 7). Two 
others’are indicated by Prof. Dawson (D. acinaces and D. penetrans). derived 
from the roof shales of the coal seams of Nova Scotia (Acadian Geology, 
p. 211). Three species have been described by myself (Proc. Acad. Nat. 
Sci., Phila., 1856), D. latus, D. compressus and D. gracilis. These were 
obtained from the cannel coal at Linton. Two other species were de- 
scribed by Mr. Worthen and myself, D. duplicatus and D. incurvus, both 
from the Keokuk limestone of Nauvoo, Ill. Figures and descriptions of 
the last-mentioned species will be found in the Report of the Geological 
Survey of Illinois, Vol. II., p. 60, Pl. IV. Descriptions of the two Ohio 
species which occur in Illinois, D. latus and D. compressus, and that of 
another and the most common species found at Linton, are given below. 
They will be figured in another volume of our Report. 

The teeth of Diplodus will be at once recognized, wherever found, by their 
peculiarform. They consist of a rounded or flattened bony base, from which 
spring two lateral, and sometimes a small central, denticle; the whole 
being not unlike a miniature representation of the horns of an ox spring- 
ing from a portion of the skull. They were considered by Agassiz to be 
the teeth of a Plagiostomous fish, but others have regarded them as der- 
mal spines.* This question has, however, been set at rest by Prof. Kner 





* See the paper of Messrs. Hancock and Atthey, in Ann. and Mag. Nat. Hist., May, 
1868. | 
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and Sir Philip Egerton, who have shown that they formed the dentition 
of the sharks of which the spines have been described under the names 
of Orthacanthus and Xenacanthus. My own observations confirm those of 
the last-mentioned authors, as I have several more or less perfect jaws 
thickly set with the teeth of Diplodus. These show that each jaw bore 
several hundred teeth, arranged in radiating rows, the points projecting 
inward, precisely as in many modern sharks, and as in the extinct genus 
Cladodus. 

As the spines of Orthacanthus found at Linton are distinct from the 
European species, they furnish additional evidence that our species of 
Diplodus are different from those described by Prof. Agassiz. 


DIPLODUS COMPRESSUS, Newb. 


Diplodus compressus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. cit. 
Diplodus compressus, N.; Geol. Surv. Ill., Vol. II., p. 60, Pl. IV., Fig. 2. 


Teeth from 3 to 6 lines in length ; base small; lateral denticles un- 
equally spreading, compressed, with acute points and sharp, strongly 
crenulated edges; central denticle very small, acute, compressed, finely 
crenulated on margins. 

This is by far the most common species at Linton, where it occurs 
literally in thousands. It may be recognized by its flattened cornua, of 
which the edges are salient and conspicuously crenulated. In form these 
teeth resemble those of D. latus, but they are much smaller, and have a 
flattened, crenulated median denticle which is wanting in that species. 
From D. gracilis they differ in their broader and more flattened cornua, 
but it is possible these species will be found to run into each other. 


Formation and locality: Coal Measures; Linton, New Lisbon and Straitsville, Ohio. 


. DipLopus GRAcıLIs, Newb. 
Diplodus gracilis, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. cit. 


Teeth varying in size from 2 to 6 lines in length; base very small ; 
lateral denticles long, curved, slender, divergent toward the points, very 
slightly compressed, the crenulation of the lateral edges slight or obso- 
lete ; median denticle small, subulate, scarcely crenulate. 

This is perhaps only a variety of D. compressus. It is, however, notice- 
ably more slender, the cornua more rounded, and less distinctly crenu- 
late. They are also less divergent and more curved. 
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We shall be able to determine the relations of these different forms, 
only when we shall have found jaws of Diplodus which carry .all the 
dental series. On these we may perhaps see that the teeth of the central 
and lateral rows differ in size and form, as they do in many modern 
sharks. The specimens which I have already obtained do not, however 
indicate any such differences, but they are too incomplete to be decisive 
of this question. 


Formation and locality: Coal Measures; Linton and New Lisbon, Ohio. 


DipLopus LATUS, Newb. 


Diplodus latus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. cit. . 
Diplodus latus, N.; Geol. Surv. 11l., Vol. II., p. 59, Pl. IV., Figs. 1 to le. 


Teeth from 10 to 16 lines long, from 6 to 12 lines broad; lateral denti- 
cles ovoid or lance-form, divergent on the same plane, of nearly equal 
length, acute, compressed, with sharp and strongly crenulated margins ; 
middle denticle obsolete or reduced to a simple knob; bony base tuber- 
ous, large, sometimes with a prominent tubercle. 

This is a large and strong species of Diplodus, not uncommon in the 
Coal Measures of Illinois, but rather rare in Ohio. It may be recog- 
nized by its large size, its broad, flattened, lance-head cornua, divergent 
in the same plane, and by the absence of a middle denticle. 


Formation and locality: Coal Measures; Linton, Ohio. 


Genus LISTRACANTHUS, N. and W. 


Spines small, gently arched, flattened, thin; sides marked by numer- 
ous sharp, longitudinal carine ; edges set with many divergent, slender, 
acute teeth, those on the convex margin most numerous and largest; 
base abruptly expanded and obliquely truncated. 

The above name was given by Mr. Worthen and myself to certain 
small, flattened, strongly striated spines found in the Coal Measures of 
Illinois. A description of the genus and one species is contained in the 
Report of the Geological Survey of Illinois, Vol. IV., p. 371. Since the 
organization of the Geological Survey of Ohio, two or three small speci- 
mens of the species found in Illinois (L. hystriz) have been obtained 
from the bituminous shales overlying one of the lower coals in Coshoc- 


ton County. 
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LISTRACANTHUS HYSTRIX, N. and W. 


Listracanthus hystrix, N. and W.; Geol. Survey of Illinois, Vol. IV., p. 372, Pt. IL, 
Figs. 3, 3a. 


Spines small, thin, delicate, flattened, gently arched in outline, rapidly 
narrowed above, truncate, and slightly expanded at base ; both edges set 
with sharp, spiny teeth, directed upward; the sides marked with fine, 
longitudinal ridges, which successively terminate above in the margin. 

A few specimens of this small, highly ornamented spine have been 
procured from the bituminous shales of the Coal Measures of central 
Ohio, and a much larger specimen was found many years ago, by Dr. S. 
P. Hildreth, in the Upper Coal Measures near Marietta. Figures of 
these will be prepared for another volume of the Report. Meantime this 
peculiar fossil may be readily identified by the description now given. 

As I have shown in the Report of the Illinois Geological Survey, these 
spines are apparently modified scales, and were evidently set upon the 
surface of the body or head, and attached by the broad, trumpet-mouthed 
bases. 


GANOIDEI. | 
CROSSOPTERYGIDE. 
Genus CCELACANTHUS, Agassiz. 


The name Celacanthus was first proposed by Agassiz for certain equal- 
tailed, hollow-spined fishes from the Magnesian limestone of Durham, 
England. He subsequently briefly characterized several species of the 
genus coming from the Carboniferous and Mesozoic rocks of the British 
Islands and the continent of Europe. He also grouped these with 
' Holoptychius, Undina, Macropoma and several other genera into the family 
Crelacanthi. These fishes have been since more fully illustrated by Prof. 
Huxley in the Decades of the Geological Survey of the United Kingdom, 
so that we have now before us, in the three last-mentioned genera and 
Holophagus, one of the most remarkable and well-defined families of fos- 
sil fishes. 

Prof. Huxley has shown that Holoptychius and several other genera in- 
cluded by Agassiz among his “Cclacanths,” differ somewhat widely 
in structure from Celacanthus; and though placed by Huxley in the 
same sub-order, they are excluded from his family Celacanthint. 


22 
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The most noticeable points in the structure of Celacanthus are very 
briefly as follows. The fossil fishes of the family Celacanthini are in- 
cluded by Prof. Huxley in his sub-order Crossopterygidx, or those in 
which the paired fins are lobed, 7. e., have fleshy and scaled bases and 
centers. In all the Calacanths, however, the fins are but slightly lobed, 
and it is even doubtful whether this character can be said to belong to 
them. Hence, if included among the Crossopterygidz, the fishes which 
compose this family constitute a remarkably distinct section, of which 
the relations to the typical Crossopterygians can only be accurately de- 
termined when we shall be in possession of more material than we now 
have. In Celacanthus, as in the other genera of the family to which it 
belongs, the fishes are covered with imbricated, ornamented scales. The 
head-plates are also ornamented. They have two dorsal fins supported 
on palmated interspinous bones, and the vertebral column is prolonged 
centrally through the equi-lobate caudal fin, and bears at its extremity 
a minute supplemental caudal. The vertebral column was cartilaginous ; 
but the neural arches and the fin-rays were bony. The under side of the 
head was protected by a pair of long-elliptical jugular plates. The teeth 
are rarely discoverable, but in the largest specimens of Calacanthus they 
are of considerable size, are conical and acute. Prof. Huxley states that 
in Celacanthus, as in Undina and Macropoma, the air-bladder was ossified ; 
but I have not yet discovered any trace of this in the specimens of Cela- 
canthus which have passed through my hands.* 

Until recently, Celacanthus was without representative in the collec- 
tions of American fossil fishes; but when the remarkable fish-deposit of 
Linton was discovered, species of this genus were found to be more 
abundant there than in any other known locality. The finding of Cela- 
canthus at Linton, a place so far removed from those in which it occurs 
abroad, is not only a fact of much geological interest, but, since the most 
common species found there is scarcely distinguishable from C. lepturus 
of the Coal Measures of England, it affords another and interesting illus- 
tration of the homogeneity and wide distribution of the Coal Measure 
fauna, and the remarkable persistence in space, as well as time, of even 
minute characters in the organization of Celacanthus. 

Prof. Huxley has called attention to the very great resemblance, and 
almost generic identity, of Cclacanthus, Undina and Macropoma, and 
cites this succession of fishes—the inhabitants of ages to our compre 





* A very interesting and instructive review of the relations of the genus Celacan- 
thus will be found in Decade XII. of British Fossils, published among the Memoirs 
of the Geological Survey of the United Kingdom. 
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hension infinitely removed from each other—as affording a striking ex- 
ample of what he terms a persistent type. In this case we have a form 
of organization showing an elaborate and complicated structure, which 
has continued almost unchanged throughout the inconceivable duration 
of successive geological ages, while all the world of physical circum- 
stance was revolutionized again and again. The extension of Celacan- 
thus into America affords another instance of the wide diffusion of forms 
which have great vertical range. 


CELACANTHUS ELEGANS, Newb. 
Plate 40, Figs. 1, 1a, 1b, le, 1d. 
Celacanthus elegans, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. cit. 


Body fusiform, robust, 6 to 8 inches in length; cranial surface cov- 
ered with closely approximated tubercles; surfaces of opercula, man- 
dibles and jugular plates ornamented with raised lines, generally con- 
tinuous, but sometimes broken into detached tubercles. On the opercula 
these lines radiate from the superior angle. On the mandibles and jugu- 
lars they are imperfectly parallel with the margins of these plates. 
Scales nearly circular, exposed portion ornamented with converging 
raised lines ; anterior dorsal fin slightly in advance of ventrals; posterior 
dorsal as much forward of anal fin. Radial formula, A. D. 10; P.D. 12; 
C. 22; A. 6; V. 11. , 

Among several hundred specimens of Celacanthus which I have obtained 
from Linton, it has not been easy to decide whether there was more than 
one species. Nearly all of these specimens are of about the same size, 
i. e., from six to eight inches in length; the operculum having the longest 
diameter of about half an inch; the jugular plates, one inch. I have 
obtained, however, many fragments of very much larger individuals, 
some of which must have attained a length of a foot and a half. I 
also have one small and slender specimen which presents some charac- 
ters which, I have supposed, might be of specific value. I have, there- 
fore, described three species, giving to the more common one the name 
of C. elegans ; to the largest, C. robustus ; and to the smallest, C. ornatus. 
Future observation will alone determine how constant the distinctions . 
are upon which the species have been founded. Another question not 
yet cleared of doubt is, whether our most common species, C. elegans, 
is distinct from C. lepturus of Agassiz, from the Coal Measures of Europe. 
The differences between them are certainly not great, and I shall not be 
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surprised if they should ultimately prove to be inseparable. Unfortu- 
nately, no specimens of the foreign species are before me ; but on comparing 
our fishes with the excellent figures given by Prof. Huxley, I notice that 
in C. lepturus the ornamentation of the jugular plates is much more 
transverse than in any American specimen I have seen. In size, form, 
and general character of ornamentation of the body, no well-marked 
differences are discoverable. A careful comparison of specimen with speci- 
men will alone enable us to decide this question; and yet it probably has 
no practical importance. The resemblance between the American and 
foreign fossils is so close that we are compelled to ascribe to them a com- 
mon origin; and if slight differences shall be found to exist between 
them, it will be doubtless wiser to consider the two forms as varieties of 
the same species rather than as specifically distinct. 

The figures now given of C. elegans are very imperfect, but they will 
suffice for the identification of any specimens which may be in the pos- 
session of the readers of this Report. In another volume some additional 
illustrations of this species will be published, and such as will afford 
better means of comparing the American and European fishes. 


Formation and Locality: Coal Measures; Linton, Ohio. 


C@LACANTHUS ORNATUS, Newb. 


Coelacanihus ornatus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sei., Phila., loc. cit. 


Fishes of small size, not exceeding 4 to 5 inches in length; body 
fusiform, slender, scarcely wider than head; cranial plates ornamented 
with relatively large and remote tubercles; opercula, mandibles and 
jugular plates marked with elevated lines, which, like those on the scales, 
are stronger than in the associated species. 

More material will be required before we can decide whether the speci- 
mens described above constitute a distinct species of Cwlacanthus. They 
present, however, some features which have led me to separate them from 
all others found in the same locality, viz.: a more slender and cylindrical 
form of body, and stronger ornamentation of the scales and cephalic 
bones. This ornamentation is not only relatively, but absolutely, coarser 
than that of C. robustus, in individuals ten times as large. No illustra- 
tions of this species are given in the present volume, but figures will be 
published hereafter. 

Judging from the representations of Celacanthus elongatus, Hux. (Mem. 
Geol. Sury. Unit. King., Dec. XII., Pl. V., Figs. 6, 7), it seems to me 
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probable that Prof. Huxley had before him specimens of this species 
when his description was written. Further comparisons, however, will 
be necessary before this question can be decided. 


Formation and Locality: Coal Measures; Linton, Ohio. 


C@LACANTHUS ROBUSTUS, Newb. 
Plate 40, Figs. 2, 2a. 
Ceelacanthus robustus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. ci. 


Body robust, 1 foot to 1 foot 6 inches in length; upper surface of 
cranium covered with small, closely approximated tubercles; opercula, 
mandibles and jugular plates threaded with fine, parallel, sometimes 
interrupted lines; opercula 1 inch 6 lines in longest diameter; jugu- 
lar plates 2 to 24 inches in length, 6 to 8 lines wide; extremities pointed, 
sometimes acute; teeth conical, acute, smooth, longest 2 lines in length ; 
scales elliptical in outline, exposed portion ornamented with finc, con- 
verging, raised lines. 

Of the great number of specimens of Celacanthus which are before me, 
nearly all are less than eight inches in length, and these are so uniform 
in size that I have supposed that their dimensions were those of mature 
individuals of one species, C. elegans. We have occasionally, however, 
met with fragments, and in one case an entire, though decomposed, indi- 
vidual of a much larger Celacanthus. Of these larger fishes no specimen 
has been obtained sufficiently well preserved to furnish the materials for 
a detailed description. All the generalities of structure and ornament 
are apparently the same in the larger and the smaller individuals; but 
in the strength of ornamentation on the scales and bones there are no 
differences corresponding to the difference in size; the thread lines and 
tubercles of the largest species being, indeed, less strongly marked than 
in some of the smaller ones. I have, therefore, been led to conclude that 
the large individuals belong to a distinct species, which I have desig- 
nated by the name given above. In this conclusion I am strengthened 
by the uniformity of size which prevails among the specimens of C. leptu- 
rus of Europe, which is so closely allied to our C. elegans. Not having 
any specimens of C. robustus sufficiently complete to furnish a good draw- 
ing, I now publish figures of only a jugular plate and a scale, natural 
size. 


Formation and Locality: Coal Measures; Linton, Ohio. 
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RHIZODUS LANCIFER, Newb. 
Plate 39, Fig. 9. 
Rhizodus lancifer, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila, loc. cit. 


Teeth striated below, section elliptical, smooth toward the summit, 
where they are very much compressed, with a lenticular section and 
cutting edges; summit of tooth like a lance head; near the apex the 
cutting edge of one side is often slightly gibbous, an apparent tendency 
toward a barbing of the point, as is seen in the teeth of Lepidosteus. As 
usually found, the plicated base of the tooth has mostly disappeared, 
the solid point alone remaining; this is about an inch long. The 
entire tooth was more than twice that length. 

Teeth similar to that now described are not unfrequently met with in 
the Coal Measures in different parts of our country; but so far as I know, 
always detached from their connections with the jaw. Large fish-scales, 
such as are usually referred to the genus Rhizodus, often occur with them, 
and both are usually supposed to belong tothe same animal. It has been 
suggested, however, that these so-called Rhizodus teeth are really the teeth 
of Amphibians; and it is not improbable that this may be true of some 
of them. The large scales, however, with which they are associated 
(such as R. quadratus, Pl. 39, Fig. 8), are unquestionably the scales of 
fishes; and Ganoids of sufficient size to wear such scales, probably had 
jaws furnished with teeth as large as these. Future discoveries will 
doubtless give us the information we so much desire in regard to these 
interesting fossils; and the researches necessary to answer the ques- 
tions suggested will perhaps be stimulated and aided by the publication 
of the material we now have, fragmentary though it be. 


Formation and locality: Coal Measures; Linton, Ohio. 


RHIZODUS anaustus, Newb. 
Plate 39, Fig. 6. 
Rhizodus angustus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. cit. 


Laniary teeth elongated, slender, finely striated at base, smooth above, 
with cutting edges, length one inch; subordinate teeth less than half 
the length of the larger ones, with a circular section throughout, slender, 
acute, striated ; surfaces of jaw coarsely tubercled. 

In the diversity of form in the teeth, this species differs from R. gra- 
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cilis, McCoy, as well as from other species found in Ohio. As has been 
remarked in regard to the other large flattened teeth associated with 
these at Linton, it is by no means certain that they represent the denti- 
tion of fishes. Some of the Amphibians, of which the remains are 
found in the same deposit, are so like the Ganoid fishes in structure, that 
it is impossible to say, without having more complete material, to which 
group these teeth belong. 


RHIZODUS QUADRATUS (n. sp.). 
Plate 39, Fig. 8. | 


Scales large and thin, largest 2 inches long by 12 wide, imperfectly 
quadrangular in outline; surface nearly smooth, but margins marked 
by fine radiating strie and concentric lines of growth; central and pos- 
terior portions marked by fine thread-like reticulations. 

I have given the above name to certain large and thin scales which 
are found in the cannel coal at Linton, and which belong to some large 
fish that may be supposed provisionally to be a species of Rhizodus. 
They resemble in their general character those found by Dr. Hibbert in 
the Burdie House limestone, but are undoubtedly specifically distinct. 
These may be the scales of the fish of which the teeth are named 
Rhizodus lancifer, but they have never been found in connection. 


Genus MEGALICHTHYS, Agassiz. 


Rhombiferous Ganoids of large size; head defended by strong, bony, 
highly polished plates; jaws furnished with numerous small conical 
teeth and a few large laniary teeth striated at base, and resembling those 
of Saurians ; the vertebre are ossified, the paired fins are supposed to 
be lobate, and the body is covered with rhomboidal enameled scales, of 
which the surface is punctate and brilliantly polished. 

The remains of Megalichthys are frequently met with in Europe, where, 
from its great size, its powerful dentition, and its coat of mail, it must 
have been the tyrant of the bays and lagoons of the Coal Measure epoch. 
No traces of Megalichthys are reported to have been hitherto found in 
America, but I have for some years had in my possession scales and ver- 
tebree obtained from the Coal Measures of Ohio, which must have be- 
longed to fishes of this genus. Two of these scales are represented on 
Plate 40, Figs. 3, 3a. They are generally rhomboidal in form, each side 
6 to 9 lines in length, are thick and strong, and are covered with a. bril- 
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liant coating of brown punctate enamel. The under surface of these 
scales is elliptical in outline, about 10 lines in diameter, and exhibits 
the concentric lines and sub-central umbilicus, which are so character- 
istic of the under side of large Ganoid scales. These scales were found 
in the black shale overlying Coal No. 5, at Mineral Point, Tuscarawas 
County, Ohio. From the cannel coal of Linton I have obtained a num- 
ber of short, massive, bony, amphiccelous vertebr& from 6 to 8 lings in 
diameter, scarcely distinguishable from the vertebree of Megalichthys sent 
me by Mr. Barkas, and obtained from the shales of the Northumberland 
coal field, England. These, so far as I know, are the first traces of this 
great Carboniferous Ganoid met with in this country. 

The material before me is too meager to enable me to say with cer- 
tainty whether ours is a new species of Megalichthys, and it is probably 
best: to leave that question to be decided by future discoveries. 

I should perhaps mention in this connection, that the large, thin 
scales—sometimes 4 or 5 inches in diameter—found in the Coal Measures 
of England and Scotland, and formerly atiributed to Megalichthys, are 
now known to belong to Bhizodus. 


LEPIDOSTEIDE. 
Genus PALÄONISCUS, De Blainville. 


A genus of rhombiferous Ganoids included in Owen’s order Lepido- 
ganoidei and family Paleoniscide, and a type-genus of Huxley’s family of 
Lepidosteide, of which Palzoniscus, Amblypterus, Eurylepis, etc., are Car- 
boniferous genera. Palzoniscus includes twenty or more species, ranging 
from the Sub-Carboniferous limestone to the Trias. They have fusiform 
bodies, rhomboidal scales, heterocercal tails, a single dorsal fin, fulcral 
spines on the anterior margins of all the fins. Their teeth are numer- 
ous, conical, and acute. In some species the scales are highly ornamented, 
in others plain and polished. It was formerly supposed that the Car- 
boniferous species generally had plain scales, while those of the Permian 
were striated. This is now known to be incorrect, as most of the Car- 
boniferous species have ornamented scales and head-plates. In Europe 
several species of Palxoniscus are quite common in the Carboniferous and 
Permian strata, and most cabinets contain specimens of P. Frieslebent, 
which occurs so abundantly in the Permian copper schists of Mansfeld. 
In America several species have been described from the Carboniferous 
rocks of New Brunswick, and one, P. fultus, from the Trias of the Con- 
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necticut valley. In Ohio two species only have been found in such a 
degree of preservation as to admit of description, P. peltigerus and P. 
Brainerdi, both of which are noticed in this volume. In the iron-stone 
nodules of Mazon Creek, Illinois, a very small species (P. grarilis, N. and 
W.) has been obtained by Mr. Worthen. Fragments of larger species, 
not yet described, have been met with in the same locality, in the Waverly 
at Knob Lick, Ky., and in the Cleveland shale—the base of the Waverly 
—in many parts of Ohio, and at Vanceburg, Ky. In the Cleveland shale 
the smooth, shining, rhombic scales of Palzoniscus are found wherever 
the stratum is opened; but, up to the present time, no entire individual 
has been seen. In the fish-bed at Linton Pal&oniscus is far outnumbered 
by Celacanthus and Eurylepis, but the species found there is the most 
highly ornamented known; in this respect vieing with any of its asso- 
ciates, though they all exhibit a profusion and delicacy of ornament quite 
unknown among the fishes of the present day. Perhaps the taste for 
color was not developed in these ancient fishes; but if sexual selection 
created all the elaborate ornamentation of their polished armor, they 
certainly had a highly cultivated sense of beauty in form. Since, how- 
ever, sexual selection so little controls the propagation of fishes, the 
elaborate system of ornament exhibited in the adornment of our paleo- 
zoic fishes becomes somewhat difficult of explanation by the Darwinian 
hypothesis. 


PALAZONISCUS PELTIGERUS, Newb. 
Plate 38, Figs. 1, la, 1b. 


Palxoniscus peltigerus, N.; Geol. Surv. Ill., Vol. IT., p. 17. 
Elonichthys peltigerus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. cit. 


Body short, compressed; length, 5 inches; height, 1 inch 4 lines; 
surface of cranial bones covered with small, thickly-set tubercles; 
maxillaries and mandibles ornamented by parallel convolutions of thread 
lines; scales all covered with similar raised lines, which cross them 
diagonally downward and backward, terminating in serrations of the 
posterior margins. About the middle of the space between the occiput 
and dorsal fin, on the median line, begins a row of large, oval, ornamented 
scales, extending to the dorsal fin. Behind the dorsal is a similar row, 
which become transformed into large, striated fulcra, which overlie the pro- 
longation of the vertebral column to its termination. Fins large; dorsal 
triangular, nearly an inch in height and the same in breadth, com- 
posed of about 26 rays; ventrals lower, but as broad, and contain- 
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ing nearly the same number of rays; pectorals oblong, rounded at 
extremity, composed of about 10 rays; anal fin extending from ventrals 
to caudal, containing 40 or more rays; caudal broad as anal, and 
apparently composed of an equal number of rays. 

This is a highly ornamented, and must have been a beautiful species 
of Paleoniscus. It was apparently an inhabitant of many of the lagoons 
of the coal marshes of North America, as I have received it from several 
places in Ohio, Indiana and Illinois. It is possible, also, that it will 
prove to be identical with some one of the species described by Dr. C. T. 
Jackson, and obtained from the Albert mine in New Brunswick. I have 
some imperfect specimens from that locality of a species very closely allied 
to this, in which, however, the ornamentation of thé scales is coarser. 
Judging from Dr. Jackson’s descriptions and figures, it would seem that 
P. peltigerus differs from the smaller species found at the Albert mine, in 
having the scales on the sides relutively higher, the markings finer and 
more oblique, and in the larger.size of the fins. From his larger species 
it differs in its higher scales and finer and more oblique markings. The 
ornamentation is apparently more general and elaborate in our species 
than in any of the Albert mine fishes. It resembles them, however, in 
many respects, and belongs to the same group of species with them and 
P. decorus of Sir Philip Egerton. 


Formation and locality: In Cannel Coal, at Linton, Jefferson county, and Canfield, 
Mahoning county, Ohio; Coal Measures of Fulton county, Illinois, etc. 


PaLZoniscus BRAINERDI, Thomas. 
Palsomiscum Brainerdi, Thomas; Cleveland Times, Sept. 14th, 1853. 


Fish 12 inches in length, fusiform, slender; body covered with rela- 
tively small, rhomboidal scales, which are finely and diagonally striated; 
dorsal fin set opposite the anterior margin of anal; both these fins triangu- 
lar, t inch 3 lines in height and breadth ; caudal fin 3 inches in length, 
superior lobe very much produced. 

A short, popular description of this fish was given by Mr. W. H. B. 
Thomas in a Cleveland newspaper, and subsequently in the Report of 
the Polytechnic Institute of Philadelphia. I have since received numer- 
ous specimens of it from Mr. Hannibal Goodale, of Chagrin Falls, Ohio, in 
whose quarries in the upper layers of the Berea grit it occurs. Mr. 
Goodale has been careful to preserve all that have been found in working 
his quarries, but most of these have been given away and scattered, s0 
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that no good ones have been accessible for figuring in time for this volume. 
It is hoped that material will be obtained from which better illustrations 
and a more complete description can be given, in another volume, than 
it is now possible to furnish. 

The species was named by Mr. Thomas in honor of Prof. J. Brainerd, 
of Cleveland, who obtained the first specimens, and called the attention 
of geologists to the interesting locality where it is found. 


Formation and locality: The only locality where P. Brainerdi is known to occur is 
in the upper layers of the Berea grit at Chagrin Falls, Ohio. 


Genus EURYLEPIS, Newb. 


Heterocercal Lepidoganoids of small size; body fusiform ; head obtuse ; 
tail elongated, lobes very unequal ; fins small and provided with delicate . 
fulcra ; dorsal fin opposite anal or nearly so, both set far back on body; 
ventrals near middle of abdomen ; cranial surface ornamented by corru- 
gations, tubercles or granulations; maxillary, mandibular and jugular 
plates ornamented with convoluted corrugations of the surface in vari- 
ous patterns; scales smooth or ornamented, posterior margins of lateral 
scales all or in part serrated, scales of median line above and below 
characteristically angled or toothed, two or more rows of scales on sides 
extending back to near anal fin, remarkably high, vertical 2 to 5 times 
longitudinal diameter ; lateral line nearly straight, passing through the 
upper part of the lower row of the high lateral scales; teeth numerous, 
conical, short. 

The peculiar group of fishes to which I haye given the name of Eury- 
lepis, mainly replace Palxoniscus in the ichthyic fauna of the locality 
where they occur. From Amblypterus and Elonichthys they may be — 
readily distinguished by their small fins, all bearing fulcra. With 
Palzoniscus their affinities are closer, but the ensemble of characters pre- 
sented by the large number of specimens which I have examined, seems 
to separate them from that genus. Among these diagnostic characters, 
the most conspicuous are their small size, posterior position of dorsal fin, ' 
and especially the high lateral scales. The large median scales of the 
back, so common in Palsoniscus, are wanting in all the species of Eury- 
lepis which have come under my observation. 

In the lagoon that existed at Linton in the peat-marsh where Coal- 
seam No. 6 was forming, these little fishes must have been exceedingly 
numerous. In some parts of a mine opened there, this coal-seam shows 
a thin stratum of cannel at its base; and hardly a fragment of this can- 


348 PALZONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 


nel can be found which does not contain the detached scales of Eurylepis. 
Sometimes, indeed, several individuals, in a more or less perfect state of 
preservation, will be seen in a block a few inches square. It is evident 
also that they formed a large part of the subsistence of the many car- 
nivorous fishes and salamanders which inhabited the same water. This 
is indicated by the great number of coprolitic masses found in the can- 
nel, and which are sometimes almost: entirely composed of the scales of 
Eurylepis. | 

As I was the first to discover the fossiliferous character of the cannel 
at Linton, and have been collecting during twenty years from this locality, 
a large number of good specimens of Eurylepis have come into my posses- 
sion. Among these I have found marked differences in the size and 
form of the body, in the shape of the scales, and in the degree and kind 
of ornamentation of the scales and cranial plates. These differences 
have led to the creation of several species, but their distinctive charac- 
ters can only be clearly seen where there is much good material in hand 
for comparison, and when that material is carefully scrutinized. In 
such circumstances, however, it will not be difficult to show that the 
differences I have indicated are quite as real as those which have been 
considered sufficient to separate the species of Pal&oniscus from each 
other. Whether some of these distinctions are not dependent upon age 
or sex we have not yet ascertained; but, since the characters that have 
served to distinguish the species are such as are usually regarded as having 
specific value, there has seemed to be no other way than to give them 
this value until such time as they may be found to shade into each other, 
and thus obliterate specific lines. 

In the most complete specimens of Eurylepis found, the exoskeleton 
may be said to be perfect. The ornamented cephalic bones, the scales, 
and the fin-rays, are all in position, without a fracture or displacement. 
In all cases, however, the scaly armor of the fish alone remains. The 
cartilaginous portion of the cranium, the vertebral column, and the 
neural and hemal spines, have entirely disappeared. 

It may be regarded as somewhat remarkable that such a group of 
fishes as is formed by the several species of Eurylepis should be found in 
abundance in one locality, and no one of them have been met with else- 
where. It will be remembered, however, that over the immense area 
occupied by Carboniferous rocks in the United States, careful search for 
the remains of fishes has been made in but few of the places where such 
fossils would be likely to occur. Doubtless as the working of our coal 
mines progresses, and as the local geology of our Carboniferous districts 
is more thoroughly worked up, very great additions will be made to our 
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knowledge of the fishes which lived on our continent in that far-off age. 
As yet only five localities have yelded any considerable number of Car- 
boniferous fishes in this country, viz.: the Albert mine, New Brunswick ; 
the banks of Mazon Creek, Grundy County, Illinois; the quarries of the 
Berea grit at Chagrin Falls, the Cleveland shale at Vanceburg, Ky., and 
the Niesly mine at Linton, Ohio. In each of these localities fishes are 
found which have not been collected elsewhere. For example, none of 
the species of Palzoniscus of the Albert mine, of Chagrin Falls or Mazon 
Creek have been obtained in any other places than those I have enumer- 
ated, and none are common to two of these. The same may be said of 
Eurylepis and Celacanthus, and also of the various Amphibians found at 
Linton. At Mazon Creek we have procured Platysomus and Amblypterus, 
but they have been obtained in no other American locality. And yet 
these are genera so characteristic of the Coal Measures of Europe, that 
now, since we have found them in one place, we may expect them to be 
met with in many others. The species of Celacanthus most common at 
Linton (C. elegans) is as abundant as any species of Eurylepis, but not an 
individual of the genus has been found any where else in this country. 

These instances of the recurrence, even in single localities in America, 
of the Carboniferous fishes of Europe, prov& so general a distribution of 
both genera and species, that we shall be sure to meet with them again 
and again. 

It should be remembered, also, that the little fishes found in the Coal 
Measures were inhabitants of circumscribed bodies of water—rivers, 
lagoons, lakes and bays—and therefore their distribution could not have 
been so general as that of marine, and especially of pelagic fishes. We 
can only hope to find such groups of lagoon-inhabiting fishes as those of 
Linton when we chance to come upon the sediments of the perhaps few 
and remotely-set pools of open water in the coal marshes. Since, how- 
ever, we have learned that our cannel coals and the bituminous shales 
associated with our coal seams are the sediments which accumulated in 
the bottoms of these lagoons, our search need not be entirely at random. 
Such localities as Linton—where the cannel coal is crowded with animal 
remains—must necessarily be rare; but I am led by my own experience 
to expect that similar fossils, though, perhaps, in less numbers, will be 
discovered in various parts of our country. In Europe the bituminous 
shales of the Coal Series, the beds of cannel and the concretions of nodu- 
lar iron ore have yielded most of the scaled fishes of the Coal Measure 
epoch, and we may expect that our experience in America will be the 
same. 


350 PALEONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 
EURYLEPIS TUBERCULATUS, Newb. 
Plate 38, Figs. 2, 2a, 2b, 2c, 3, 3a. 
Eurylepis tuberculatus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. cit. 


Body fusiform; entire length 3 inches; head 6 lines; tail 8 lines; 
cranial plates strongly tuberculated; tubercles rounded, elongated or 
reniform ; surfaces of opercular, maxillary and jugular bones covered 
with linear, parallel corrugations; scales of the body smooth, except a 
few on the anterior dorsal and ventral surfaces, which are sometimes 
punctate ; lateral scales nearly 5 times as high as long, posterior mar- 
gins bearing a few serrations; anal fin opposite dorsal. 

This is perhaps the most common species of Eurylepis at Linton. It 
may be recognized by its tuberculated cranium (much more distinctly 
tuberculated in the figure 2c) and by its high, smooth, polished scales, 
conspicuously serrated on their posterior margins. 


EURYLEPIS CORRUGATUS, Newb. 
Plate 38, Figs. 4, 4a. 
Eurylepis corrugatus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. est. 


‘Body fusiform, robust; length 3 inches 4 lines; breadth 10 lines; 
length of head 8 lines; anterior lateral scales 24 times as high as long; 
cranial plates ornamented by convolutions of fine, thread-like corruga- 
tions; maxillary bones, apercular and hyoid plates corrugated much as 
superior surface of head; scales smooth, except a few-on the anterior 
dorsal surface, which are finely striate and punctate; posterior margins 
of lateral. scales as far back as anal and dorsal fins serrated; scales 
of tail, like most of those of the dorsal and ventral surfaces, plain on 
surface and margins; anterior margin of anal fin opposite center of 
dorsal; longest rays of anal when collapsed just reaching base of 
caudal. 

This is the largest and most robust species of the genus yet known. 
It may be identified by the relative vertical shortness of the lateral 
scales, which are smooth, and especially by the convolutions of thread 
lines which cover all the cephalic bones. 


Formation and locality: Coal Measures; Linton, Ohio. 
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EURYLEPIS OVOIDEUS, Newb. 
Plate 39, Fig. 1. 
Eurylepis ovoideus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. cit. 


Fish small, robust; body ovoid; length 1 inch 6 lines; breadth 6 
ines; length of head 44 lines; cranial surface corrugated and finely 
granulated ; sides and lower parts of head ornamented by thread-like 
corrugations; scales of anterior portion of abdomen granulated, of sides 
serrated ; lateral scales 34 times as high as long. Ä 

Of this small species I have obtained a large number of specimens. 
It is usually broader and more ovate in outline than would be inferred 
from the figure. Its distinguishing characteristics are the mingling of 
tubercles and thread lines in the cephalic ornamentation, and the rela- 
tive height of the lateral scales. In form and marking it approaches 
nearest to E. corrugatus, but in that the head is not tubercled and the 
lateral scales are relatively shorter. 


Formation and locality: Coal Measures; Linton, Ohio. 


EURYLEPIS INSCULPTUS, Newb. 
Plate 39, Fig. 2, 2a. 
Eurylepis insculptus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. cit. 


Body fusiform, slender; length 2 inches 6 lines; breadth 5 lines; 
cranial plates ornamented with elongated tubercles, spaces between 
tubercles granulated; sides and under surface of head marked by raised 
lines and fine granulations; scales on anterior half of the body highly 
ornamented; lateral scales 3% times as high as long, and having a double 
waved line along anterior margin, with acicular denticulations of pos- 
terior border; scales of abdomen having entire surface covered with 
appressed denticles; scales of tail and posterior portion of body plain; 
dorsal fin opposite anal. 

This highly ornamented species approaches in its markings that next 
described, E. ornatissimus, and they may prove to be merely varieties of 
the same. The distinction visible in the specimens before me is this: 
that in E. insculptus only those scales which are on the abdomen and 
anterior portion of the body are ornamented, while in E. ornatissimus the 
surface of every scale is roughened with salient points. 


Formation and locality: Coal Measures; Linton, Ohio. 
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EURYLEPIS ORNATISSIMUS, Newb. 
Plate 39, Figs. 4, 4a. 
Eurylepis ornatissimus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. cit. 


Fish small, fusiform, slender; length 2 inches; breadth 5 lines; 
cranial surface sparsely tubercled, tubercles somewhat radiated ; spaces 
between tubercles finely granulated; lateral and inferior bones of head 
granulated and corrugated ; all the scales of the body and tail ornamented 
with granulations, strie or denticles; lateral scales 4 times as high as 
long, with a double line of appressed denticles on anterior borders and 
acute serrations of posterior margins; fins all relatively longer than in 
other species; dorsal fin nearly opposite anal. 

This little fish is elaborately ornamented in every part, and presents 
the extreme form of the tendency to adornment which runs through all 
the genus. I have felt compelled by the differences noted in the descrip- 
tions of E. insculptus, E. granulatus, and E. ornatissimus, to consider them 
as specifically distinct. But their great general resemblance suggests 
the possibility that they may prove to be varieties only. 


Formation and locality: Coal Measures; Linton, Ohio. 


EURYLEPIS GRANULATUS, Newb. 
Plate 39, Figs. 5, 5a. 
Eurylepis granulatus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. cit. 


Body fusiform, robust ; length 3 inches, breadth 7 lines; head 6 lines 
long ; tail 9 lines; head tubercled above, tubercles elongated, with gran- 
ulations between; lateral and inferior bones of the head threaded; 
scales apparently thinner and more delicate than those of any other 
species; those on the anterior portion of the body granulated, and hav- 
ing a faint, double waved line along anterior margin ; posterior border 
serrated; lateral scales 4 times as high as long. Radial formula, D. 6; 
C.14; A.8; V.5?; P.9?. 

As has been remarked, this species considerably resembles the two 
preceding, but in a large number of well-marked specimens which I 
have before me, the characters are so constant that I am inclined to re- 
gard the species as a good one. This is one of the more common forms. 


Formation and locality: Coal Measures ; Linton, Ohio. 
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EURYLEPIS LINEATUS, Newb. 
Plate 39, Figs. 7, 7a. 
Eurylepis lineatus, N.; Proc. Acad. Nat. Sci., Phila., loc. ci. 


Body fusiform, robust; length 3 inches, breadth 8 lines; cephalic 
bones all ornamented with thread-like lines, as in E. corrugatus, and 
without tubercles; scales of anterior portion of abdomen covered with 
concentric thread lines; margins of lateral scales ornamented in the 
same manner ; lateral scales lower than in any other species yet discov- 
ered, greatest vertical diameter scarcely twice longitudinal; scales of 
abdomen very numerous and twice as long as high. 

In this well marked species we find an absence of the high scales of 
the sides which form so striking a feature in most species of the genus. 
It would, therefore, if considered separately, be generally regarded as a 
Palzoniscus; but the peculiar ornamentation of the head-plates, the pos- 
terior position of the dorsal fin, and the absence of the large nuchal scales 
of Palzoniscus, seem to require that it should be made generically distinct 
and united with the other species of Eurylepis. This is the rarest of all 
the forms found at Linton. 


Formation and locality: Coal Measures; Linton, Ohio. 


EURYLEPIS MINIMUS (Nn. Sp.). 
Plate 39, Fig. 3. 


Fishes very small, 8 to 12 lines long, 2 to 4 lines wide; cranial surface 
corrugated with short, curved, obtuse ridges, with a few tubercles at the 
nasal extremity ; maxillaries, lateral and inferior head-plates ornamented 
with relatively coarse, parallel, raised lines; scales on inner surface 
nearly smooth; exteriorly, somewhat roughened by obtuse knobs or 
arches ; lateral scales 34 to 4 times as high as wide; posterior margin 
delicately serrate. 

The cannel coal at Linton contains immense numbers of minute fishes, 
from $ of an inch to 1 inch in length, which I, for a long time, supposed 
to be the young of the different species of Zurylepis with which they are 
associated. I have been led, however, to doubt whether this is the case, 


as they exhibit such a remarkable uniformity of size, and their markings - 


seem to be somewhat different from those of any of the larger species. I 
have now in my possession several hundred specimens which vary but 
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little in dimensions and markings, and there is no such gradation in 
size between these and the individuals of the species of Eury!epis that 
have been described, such as we might expect to find if one were the fry 
of the other. It is true, also, that a few individuals of the most common 
species of Eurylepis (E. tuberculatus) have been found at Linton, which 
are much smaller than the average, and which evidently represent the 
earlier stages of growth of that species; but they are distinguishable from 
even the largest of E. minimus by their thicker, smoother scales, and the 
broader and rounder tuberculation of the cranial surface. 

It may seem surprising, if we consider the species now described as 
distinct from all the larger ones, that so few young individuals of those 
should be found where the mature forms are so abundant. But the same 
thing is true in regard to Celacanthus. The more common species of this 
genus, C. elegans, is, perhaps, as frequently met with at Linton as any 
species of Eurylepis; and yet, out of the great number which I have ob- 
tained there, only two specimens were very much below the average size. 
It seems probable, therefore, that the young of both Celacanthus and Eury 
lepis—as is the case with so many of our living fishes—had different 
feeding grounds from those of the mature individuals. 

Among the hundreds of specimens of E. minimus which are before me 
as I write, a very considerable number are smaller and narrower than 
the others; and in these the head-plates and scales seem to have been 
exceedingly thin and delicate, so that they are now warped and corru- 
gated, giving the impression, at first sight, that they are highly orna- 
mented. I am inclined to believe, however, that these are only younger 
individuals of E minimus in which the plates and scales were so very 
thin that they have been corrugated simply by pressure. 

The figure now given of E. minimus presents only the general aspect of 
the fish, and no effort has been made to copy the markings of the cranial 
plates. The specimen drawn was also somewhat imperfect, and the nasal 
extremity of the head is not represented. In more complete specimens 
the head is seen to be obtuse, the eye orbit relatively large, and almost 
always distinctly visible. Highly magnified views of the different plates 
and scales are required in this, as in the other species of the genus, W 
give a clear idea of the character and beauty of their ornamentation. 
Perhaps these anatomical details will be given in a future volume of the 
Report. The mission of the figures now published will be fully accom- 
plished, however, if through them, the more conspicuous features of this 
new and interesting group of fishes are made known, and they afford the 
means for identifying the species described. 


Formation and Locality: Coal Measures; Linton, Ohio. 
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‚EURYLEPIS STRIOLATUS (n. Sp.). 


Fishes of small size, from 1 to 2 inches in length by 3 to 5 lines in 
width ; form robust; head rounded and obtuse; cranial surface tubercu- 
lated ; lateral and inferior head-plates ornamented with parallel, raised, 
interrupted, sometimes beaded or granulated lines; lateral scales 5 
times as high as wide; all the scale8 of the anterior portion of the body 
ornamented with fine, straight, thread-lines, whith run from front to rear, 
and cover the posterior two-thirds—probably all the exposed portion—of 
each scale. These lines are parallel among themselves; about nine on« 
the highest scales. 

Of this little fish I have but few specimens, but these are so clearly 
marked as to leave no doubt that they are specifically distinct from any 
others yet described. In general form they resemble the larger indi- 
viduals of E. minimus, and some of them are scarcely larger. They are, 
however, somewhat more robust, the posterior portion of the body 
broader, the upper lobe of the tail shorter; but none of these characters 
would alone serve to distinguish these from the hundreds of other little 
fishes with which they are associated. The markings of the scales, how- 
ever, are altogether different from those of any other species of Eurylepis, 
and the fine, widely spread, straight, thread-lines that traverse them from 
front to rear will arrest the attention at the first glance at the fish with 
a lens. The posterior margins of the scales seem not to be serrated, 
but they are perhaps slightly crenulated by shallow scallops between the 
raised lines. No figure of this species is given in the present volume, as 
the specimens described were not obtained in time. It will probably be 
figured hereafter. 


Formation and locality: Coal Measures; Linton, Ohio. 
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Comparatively few of the fossil plants obtained from the Coal Measures 
of Ohio are described on the following pages. Several hundred species 
have been collected, many of which are new to science, and of these 
descriptions and drawings of quite a number have been prepared; but 
of most of these it has been thought best to defer the publication for the 
present. This volume of the Report is mainly devoted to the strata and 
fossils of the Silurian and Devohian systems and to fossil fishes. 

Our fossil fishes are derived from both the Devonian and Carboniferous 
systems, but the largest and most interesting forms are from the Devon- 
ian. As it seemed to me desirable that this group of vertebrates should 
be considered as a whole, a general review of the fishes found in our 
rocks is given on the preceding pages. 

Our fossil plants are for the most part found in the Carboniferous 
strata, yet some very interesting ones are furnished by both the Silurian 
and the Devonian systems. I have thought that the fossil plants should 
somewhere be discussed together, and, so far as practicable, the history 
of plant life in the different geological ages should be traced out, and 
the relations of our fossils plants to each other and to other fossil floras 
should be made the subjects of investigation.: A memoir which should 
have this character and be similar in its scope to that now published on 
our fossil fishes, would, as it seems to me, have considerable interest and 
value ; and I have intended to prepare something of the kind for our 
Reports. This work has been deferred, however, for the present, and 
precedence has been given to the discussion of our fossil fishes. This 
arrangement has seemed to be the natural one, inasmuch as our study of 


the geology and paleontology of the State has been progressive, from the 
older to the newer formations. - , 


360 PALEONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 


In our next volume on paleontology the invertebrate fossils of the 
Carboniferous will be described and figured, and that will also contain a 
memoir by Prof. Cope on the fossil salamanders of the Coal Measures. 
In that volume the general discussion of our fossil flora will naturally 
find place. The descriptions of all our fossil plants would have been 
deferred until they could be presented together, but this would have 
thrown the larger amount of material into our second volume. To divide 
this material more evenly, therefore, as well as to give variety to the 
contents of this volume, a few of our fossil plants are now figured and 
described. Most of the space alloted to these is taken up by the descrip- 
tions of such fruits and seeds as have been obtained from the Coal 
Measures. These form a group of genera and species of which the rela- 
tions to the other portions of the coal flora are somewhat obscure, and 
they can therefore with some propriety be made the subjects of a special 
memoir. To these are added a few ferns of special interest, of which 
those who are students or collectors of fossil plants will be glad to have 
descriptions as early as possible. 


Genus POLYSPORIA, Newb. 


The above name has been chosen to designate certain cones which are 
sometimes found in the roof-shales of Coal No. 1, in Summit and Mahon- 
ing Counties. When well preserved— which is rarely the case—they are 
seen to be composed of a central woody axis, from which radiate, spirally, 
a large number of cylindrical or clavate sporangia, filled with minute, 
discoidal—once spherical—spores. Oftener than otherwise the cones are 
much crushed and broken; the sporangia being detached from the axis, 
and forming a matted and irregular mass. Not unfrequently, too, the 
spores have burst their capsular sporangia, and are scattered thickly 
through the adjacent shale. 

The individual sporangia are club-shaped, rounded at their distal 
extremities, where crucial or transverse marks are frequently to be seen. 
These marks I have supposed to indicate the position of sutures where 
the sporangia opened at maturity to permit the escape of the spores. 

No connection has ever been observed between these singular groupé 
of seed-vessels and the plants to which they were originally attached; 
we are, therefore, driven to an examination of their minute structure for 
a clue to their botanical relations. Here the conclusions attained are 
only general, and are not such as will permit us at present to refer them 
to even the genus of plants of which they formed the fruit. Composed, 
as they are, of sporangia and spores, and attaining so considerable dimen- 
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sions, we are safe in considering them the fruit of an acrogenous tree, but 
whether of Lycopod or fern, it is scarcely possible to decide. 

The fruit of the Lycopodiacce forms a cone of some sort, having a central 
woody axis, from which radiate, spirally, bracts or scales, of which the 
shield-like extremities form an imbricated, external surface, concealing 
and protecting the seeds within. These seeds consist of spores, contained 
in capsular sporangia, borne by the pedicel which supports the scale. 
The fruit before us, however, while it had a cone-like form and a woody 
axis, shows no imbricated scales; but, instead, naked, club-shaped sporan- 
gia, inserted directlv upon the axis. This is not very unlike the style of 
fructification of some ferns; such, for example, as have a distinct fertile 
frond consisting of capsules or sporangia of various forms and variously 
grouped, and containing numberless minute spores. Among our common 
ferns, Onoclea and Botrychium may be cited as examples of the group 
whose fructification forms clusters of spore-bearing capsules. There is no 
fern known to me, however, of which the fructification forms a massive 
cone at all like that before us. The cones of the living Lycopods are 
also far removed from this, both in size and structure, but the fruit-cones 
of some of the fossil Lycopodiacez approach considerably nearer to it. Most 
of the cones of the gigantic extinct Lycopods—Lepidodendron, Lepidoph- 
loios, Sagenaria, etc.—are several inches in length, and, like the cones of 
Lycopodium and Selaginella, consist of a woody axis, supporting hori- 
zontally-radiating bracts, each of which bears upon its upper surface one 
or more sporangia filled with spores (microspores of macrospores, some- 
times one, sometimes both). In Polysporia, we have the same woody 
axis, but no bracts; the sporangia having thick and strong walls, and 
being so closely set that they occupy all the circumference of the axis, 
and form a solid, cylindrical fruit-cone. This structure is evidently such 
as would require the plant which bore this fruit to be separated generic- 
ally from the cone-bearing Lycopods which I have enumerated above. 
In all of these, so far as known, the cones are largely composed of bracts, 
and the sporangia are as closely covered and well protected as are the seeds 
of the pine or fir. Doubtless at maturity the cones opened, so that the 
spores might escape, but at.an earlier period the sporangia must have 
been entirely concealed. 

In the cones called Lepidostrobus the sporangia are large, oblong or 
cylindrical in form, each occupying the entire length of the horizontal 
portion of the bract that sustains it, and only microspores are contained 
in those of all parts of the cone. 

In Flemingites, each bract of the cone sustains a number of relatively 
small sporangia, which, as in Lepidostrobus, contain only microspores. 
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In Triplosporites, the sporangia are large and simple, as in Lepidostrobus, 
but they contain microspores above and macrospores below. 

When, now, we compare the cone of Polysporia with these, we see that 
it agrees with Lepidostrobus in the character of its sporangia and spores, 
but differs from it widely in the absence of bracts. In a cone which has 
been called Lepidostrobus Dabadianus by Schimper *—but which, contain- 
ing microspores and macrospores, should rather be considered as a species 
of Triplosporites—the form and general aspect are much more like those 
of Polysporia than any of the other fossil cones heretofore described. In 
this, too, the bracts are shorter and more slender, the sporangia forming 
a relatively greater portion of the mass of the cone. If in this cone we 
could imagine the bracts still further dwarfed, until finally the ends of 
the sporangia should be exposed, and form a tesselated surface, we should 
have Polysporia, in all repects save this, that it has only, so far as observed, 
microspores in the sporangia. Ä 

It will be seen from the above description that, as has been stated, in 
general structure Polysporia most resembles the fructification of the great 
Carboniferous Lycopods; and while the peculiarities it exhibits are 
plainly sufficient to exclude it from any genus yet described, the charac- 
ters it has in common with Lepidostrobus, Triplosporites and Flemingttes 
seem to require that it should be included in the same family with them. 


POLYSPORIA MIRABILIS (Nn. Sp.). 
Plate 41, Figs. 5, 5a, 6. 


Cone, 3 inches in length by 14 inches wide, consisting of a series of 
club-shaped sporangia, thickly set upon a central axis and filled with 
minute spores; each sporangium, of which there are, perhaps, a hun- 
dred in each cone, three-fourths of an inch in length, rounded at its 
remote extremity, narrowed, and sometimes necked or wedged at its 
proximalend. The sporangia are filled with microspores, many hundreds 
being contained in each. They are flattened and discoid as fossilized, 
but were originally spherical. They are often marked with three salient, 
radiating lines. 


Formation and locality: Boof of Coal No. 1; Tallmadge, Summit County, Ohio. 





* Paleontologie Vegetale, Tom. II., p. 69, Pl. LXIL., Figs. 1-12. 
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ANTHOLITHES PRISCUS, Newb. 
Plate 41, Fig. 3. 
Antholithes priscus, N.; Annals of Science, Vol. II., p. 2 (1854). 


Flower-stem smooth, somewhat flexuous; bearing six or more flowers? 
placed alternately—the lower ones nearly opposite—in the axils of 
bracts ; flowers? pendulous, bases and peduncles covered with scales. 

No detailed description of this interesting fossil is required, since all 
its more important characters are given in the figure now published. It 
is plainly the florescence of some plant; and although the component 
parts of flowers cannot be distinctly made out, and it is by no means 
certain that the organs which still remain ever formed or surrounded a 
conspicuous corolla, still the specimen possesses a certain grace and 
beauty which almost warrants us in believing that it was once a spray 
of flowers, such as form the greatest charm of the vegetation of the 
present day. The stem which supports these floral organs is perfectly 
smooth, and is now so much flattened that it is evident it could never 
have been composed of solid woody tissue. It would only be necessary 
for any one to see the specimen to be satisfied that it was never a branch 
of a tree with scaled buds or catkins; but it was a tender and perhaps 
succulent stem which had for its sole function the support of the flor- 
escence of the plant which bore it. In two instances I have found the 
flowers ? which are here attached separated from the stem and expanded 
in a disk upon the shale. Under such circumstances they present very 
much the appearance of some composite flower with its scaled involucre 
com pressed vertically. 

In the remarks which will be made on the genus Cardtocarpon, I 
shall refer to this specimen and the circumstances under which it 
was found. On Plate 41, figures 1, 2 and 4 represent some fruit and flower 
stems found with that which I have described. These were accompanied 
by great numbers of the leaves and stems of Cordaites—most of the 
former being flabellate, and different from the most common species— 
and I have been led to conjecture that all these belonged to the same 
plant ; and that in Antholithes we had the florescence of Cardiocarpon, 
and that Cardiocarpon was the fruit of Cordaites. Future discoveries will 
doubtless prove or disprove this conclusion, and it is manifestly wiser to 
leave the solution of the question to time, than to attempt to 
enforce it by arguments drawn from the imperfect material at our 
command. | 


Formation and locality: Shale over Coal No. 1; Youngstown, Ohio. 
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Genus TRIGONOCARPON, Brongt. 


Fossil nuts, of an ovoid form, marked with three salient longitudinal 
lines, have been found in the Coal Measures, in greater or less abundance, 
in every country where rocks of thisage occur. These nuts were grouped 
in the genus Trigonocarpon, many years ago, by Brongniart. Since that 
time they have been collected in great numbers, but in no case have 
they been found attached to the tree or plant on which they grew; so 
that their affinities with other members of the coal flora remain a matter 
of doubt, and have been the subject of much discussion among fossil 
botanists. As generally preserved, all details of anatomical structure 
have disappeared. Most frequently, indeed, the fossil consists of a cast 
in sandstone of the nut, stripped of its integuments and more or less 
worn and broken. In a few instances they have been found better pre- 
served, and such have been described by Dr. Hooker and Prof. Dawson. 
By both these gentlemen a general resemblance in structure between 
these nuts and the fruit of some of the Conifers and Cycads has been 
noticed, and the ‘‘ Gingko ” (Salisburia) has been cited as bearing a fruit 
containing a nut not unlike them. As will be seen further on, my own 
observations throw some additional light upon the fruit of which 
Trigonocarpon is the nut. 

I have said that up to the present time the nuts under consideration 
have never been found connected with the plant which bore them. 
This is the more surprising as they occur in such profusion. In the roof- 
shales of Coal No. 1, in Summit County, I have seen literally hundreds 
within the area of a few square yards, and they are not unfrequently so 
well preserved there as to show the entire form of the drupaceous fruit 
with its rind or epicarp unbroken. This proves that they had not been 
transported, but had accumulated with twigs and-leaves under the trees 
on which they grew. With these nuts are the debris of various coal 
plants, viz.: the trunks and branches of Lepidodendron, the trunks 
and leaves of Sigillaria, the leaves of Cordaites, countless fern fronds, 
Calamites, Asterophyllites, Sphenophyllum, Annularia, etc. Among all these 
are none which have been regarded as Conifers. The Contfere were well 
represented in the Carboniferous flora, as we know, and the highlands of 
the Carboniferous continent were undoubtedly clothed with forests of 
pine-like Araucariz. But these did not grow in the coal marshes, and 
contributed little or nothing to the formation of coal itself. We seem, 
therefore, to be compelled, in tracing the parentage of Trigonocarpon, to 
make choice among the well known elements of the coal flora. The fruit 
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of Lepidodendron is a cone, like that of Lycopediwm, and has often been 
_ found attached to the tree. The fructification of the Calamites and of 
their allies Asterophyllites, Sphenophyllum, etc., as well as that of the ferns, 
is also well known. There remain, therefore, only two common coal 
plants of which we can consider Trigonocarpon the possible fruit, Sigil- 
laria and Cordaites. Fossil botanists have discussed the relations of Sigil- 
larva at considerable length, without, however, reaching any universally 
accepted conclusion. Prof. Dawson considers them Gymnosperms, while 
Mr. Carruthers regards them as distinctly cryptogamous, and more nearly 
allied to the Lycopods than to the Conifers. My own observations con- 
firm those of Prof. Dawson in regard to the structure of the trunk of 
Sigularia. The outside was evidently composed of a thick cortical in- 
tegument, to which the leaves were attached. Within this was a mass of 
cellular tissue, surrounding a slender woody axis, with a relatively large 
medullary cavity. This is very unlike the structure of the trunk in 
most of our Conifers, but is not very dissimilar to that of the trunk of 
Cycads. The probabilities are that the Sigillarie formed a group of 
plants considerably unlike any now living, and such as served to connect 
the Gymnosperms with the Acrogens. If thjs was their botanical posi- 
tion, it would not be at all surprising if we found that they possessed a 
trunk sharing the peculiarities of the Sago-palms and tree-ferns, bearing 
dru paceous fruits not unlike those of the Cycads and some of the infin- 
itely varied Conifere. If we compare the fruits of Pinus, Taxus, Salis- 
buria and Ephedra, among the Coniferx, we shall discover such a latitude 
of structure as will prepare us to accept the association of the fruit 
Trigonocarpon with the trunk Sigillaria without much hesitation. 

In regard to Cordaites, I think we have good proof that it is not, what 
it has sometimes been considered, a fern, but was more nearly allied to 
the Cycads than to any other living plants. In another place, I shall 
give my reasons for associating Cordaites with the Cycads, and for con- 
sidering Cardiocarpon as its fruit. I should have no difficulty in consid- 
ering Trigonocarpon as the fruit of Cordattes, were it not that I have 
found (Cardiocarpon more directly connected with it, and that in some 
localities where Trigonocarpon is abundant, the remains of Cordaites are 
rare or absent, and vice versa. 

We know that Sigillarie were the most common trees in the forests of 
the Coal period, and that the tissues of their trunks and leaves con- 
tributed largely to the formation of coal. Hence their fruit or seed-ves- 
sels must be abundant in the coal or roof shales of our coal seams. As 
all the other fruits and seeds, except Trigonocarpon, that are frequently 
met with in the Coal strata are satisfactorily connected with the plants 
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that bore them, and Sigillaria, equally abundant, is without known fruit, 
until something more than circumstantial evidence is obtained, I shall 
be disposed to regard Trigonocarpon as the fruit of one or the other of the 
very different and, perhaps, generically distinct groups of trees now in- 
cluded in the genus Sigillaria. Goldenberg has described and figured a very 
different férm of fruit as that of Sigillaria. He represents it as consisting 
of small sporangia, borne on the bases of modified leaves; but I am com- 
pelled to say that in many years spent in collecting fossil plants from 
strata where Sigillari# abound and are well preserved, I have never seen 
such a form of fructification as that described by Goldenberg. 

Whatever plants bore these nuts as fruit, it is evident that they grew 
in clusters on deciduous fruit-stalks; probably much as the palm-nuts 
grow at the present day. If they had been borne on the twigs of a 
branching plant, we should be quite sure to find them still connected 
with some fallen branches, broken off by wind or lightning-stroke ; the 
immature fruit adhering firmly, under such circumstances. We may 
conclude, therefore, that they sprang from the trunk, borne by delicate 
sprays, to which no leaves were attached; almost never falling except 
at maturity, and generally each by itself, though sometimes dropping 
in clusters, but with no appendages that could give a clue to their former 
connections. One of these days, a tree, fallen in full leaf and fruit, will 
be discovered in the roof of some coal mine, displayed in all its length, 
from root to summit. This will show the clusters of fruit still attached 
to the parent stem, and thus solve the long mystery. 

On Plates 42 and 43 will be found several figures which exhibit the 
entire fruit of which Trigonocarpon is the nut. These show that it was 
ovoid or elliptical in outline, with a smooth, leathery rind. In some 
specimens the contained nut is entirely concealed (Pl. 42, Fig. 10, Pl. 43, 
Fig. 12); in others its outlines are brought out by pressure in the shales 
(Pl. 42, Fig. 9, and Pl. 43, Fig. 15). Most of the specimens obtained from 
the sandstones are more or less beach-worn and marred. Occasionally, 
however, one is found—like that represented on Plate 42, Fig. 1—which 
has suffered little injury. beyond the loss of the fleshy envelope. In this 
and some others I have seen, the three conspicuous salient ridges which 
traverse the surface longitudinally, are shown to be the remains of broad 
and delicate wings; so delicate that they are generally all torn away, 
with the exception of their thickened bases. In the argillaceous shales 
overlying the beds of coal, we find not only the entire fruits which I have 
described, but detached portions of the external skin or coating bearing 
the impression of the stem at the base, of the flower above. The latter 
is sometimes a six-rayed star, such as we might suppose would be left by 
the fall of a six-parted flower (Pl. 42, Figs. 5 and 6). 
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Those who have collected the fossil nuts so abundant in our coal shales 
will have noticed that portions or fragments of the shells of Trigonocarpon 
are much more abundant than the complete nuts; and they will have 
noticed, too, that the shell has often separated in thirds, each third pre- 
senting an elliptical or lenticular arched surface, bordered by the pro- 
jecting wings, which, more or less perfectly preserved, form a more or less 
complete margin to the arched side of the nut. Such specimens as these 
have been described as distinct species of either Rhabdocarpus or Carpo- 
lithus. Abundant examples prove to me, however, that they are but 
portions of the shells of Trigonocarpon, which seem to have divided natu- _ 
rally through the salient angles or wings, very much as the external 
envelope of the hickory nut divides. This is well shown in Plate 43, 
Fig. 14, where a portion of a slab, covered with the remains of a cluster 
of nuts, is represented. In this group, with innumerable irregular 
fragments of the shell and external rind, many segments of the shell, 
such as I have described, are visible; also several nuclei or kernels which 
thev once enclosed (a, b, segments of shell; c, d, nuclei). 


TRIGONOCARPON TRILOCULARE, Hildreth. 
Plate 42, Figs. 1, 13, 134; Plate 43, Fig. 13. 


Carpolithus trilocularis, Hild.; Amer. Jour. Science, 1st. Ser., Vol. XXXT., p. 29, Fig. 4. 
Trigonocarpon Hildrethi, Lesgx.; .; Geol. of Pennsylvania, Vol. II., p. 877. 


Nut ovoid, sometimes nearly spherical, marked with three salient 
ridges which pass from base tosummit. These ridges are the remains of 
prominent wings, which, in a few rare instances, are preserved. When 
present they unite above and form a long, triangular point, as in Plate 
42, Fig.1. The surface of the nut between the wings issmooth. Within 
the shell is contained an ovoid nucleus, of which the surface is reticu- 
lately marked (Fig. 13a). 

This is the most common species of Trigonocarpon found in the Con- 
glomerate of Northern Ohio. I have, also, obtained it from the heavy- 
bedded sandstone over Coal No. 1. As will be seen in the figures now 
given, this species sometimes attains large size—2 inches in length by 
14 in diameter—almost reaching the dimensions of T. magnum. But it 
differs from that species in having but three salient ridges. From T. 
Berthol!etiforme, another large species which occurs higher up in the Coal 
Measures, it may be distinguished by its broad, ovoid, or spherical form. 
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This is undoubtedly the nut described by Dr. Hildreth in his “ Miscel- 
laneous Observations during a Tgur to the Falls of the Cuyahoga,” 1835, 
(Amer. Jour. Sci., Vol. XX XI). 


Formation ant locality: Conglomerate and Lower Coal Measures; Summit and 
Mahoning Counties, Ohio. 


TRIGONOCARPON TRICUSPIDATUM (ND. SP.). 
Plate 42, Figs. 2 to 6. 


Nut elliptical in outline, rounded below, narrowed above into a neck- 
like prolongation, which is expanded into a three-pointed area. From 
these points three salient ridges are prolonged downward nearly to the 
base of the nut, where they become obsolete. As was probably the case 
with all other species of Trigonocarpon, this nut was surrounded by a 
drupaceous envelope, covered with a leathery rind. 

The nucleus or kernel contained within the shell was elliptical in 
form, having the surface marked with reticulating lines. 

On Plate 42, Fig. 2, is given a representation of the complete nut with- 
out its envelope; Figs. 3 and 4 represent the kernel; Figs. 5 and 6 por- 
tions of the leathery integument. 


Formation and locality: Roof Shales of Coal No. 1; Tallmadge, Ohio. 


TRIGONOCARPON ORNATUM (n. SP.). 
Plate 42, Figs. 7, 7a. 


Nut elliptical in outline; 1 inch in length by $ of an inch wide; con- 
stricted above into a neck, which is expanded into a stellate, six-rayed, 
cupped area at the summit. From the points of this area six sharp, keel- 
like ridges are prolonged to near the base of the nut, where they become 
obsolete. Of these ridges three are the more prominent, three lower ones 
alternating with these. The elliptical or fusiform outline of this elegant 
little nut, its stellate summit and six sharp and prominent keels, will 
enable any one to distinguish it at a glance from any other described 
species. 

The figures given represent side and end views, of the natural size. 


Formation and locality: Carboniferous Conglomerate; Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio. 
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TRIGONOCARPON MULTICARINATUM (N. Sp.). 
Plate 42, Figs. 8, 8a. 


Nut of small size, 9 lines long, 6 lines wide; rounded below, trun- 
cated and cupped above; the surface marked by about 21 longitudinal 
ridges, of which three are more prominent than the others. These ridges 
give a crenulated margin to the cup at the top. The three most promi- 
nent ridges are prolonged from the margin to the raised centre of the 
cupped summit, dividing it into three nearly equal divisions. 


Formation and locality: Carboniferous Conglomerate; Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio. 


TRIGONOCARPON MAGNUM (nN. sp.). 
Plate 42, Figs. 11, 11a, 


Nut ovoid or elliptical in form, large, 24 inches in length by 12 in 
width ; surface marked by six salient ridges running from base to sum- 
mit; spaces between the ridges smooth, and, at the base of the nut, rising 
into prominent arches between the depressed bases of the salient ridges. 

This is the largest species of Trigonocarpon of which I have an$ knowl- 
edge. The only specimen I have of it I owe to the courtesy of L. V. 
Bierce, Esq., of Akron, Ohio, who obtained it from the Coal-measure 
sandstone near Coshocton, Ohio. 


TRIGONOCARPON BERTHOLLETIFORME, Foster. 
Plate 42, Figs. 12, 12a. 
Trigonocarpon Bertholletiforme, Foster; Annals of Science, Vol. I., p. 128 (1853). 


Nut long-ovoid in outline, rounded and obtuse at base, acute at sum- 
mit ; section trigonal; the angles marked by ragged salient ridges. In 
general appearance it resembles the Brazil nut, the fruit of Bertholletia 
excelsa. 

Of this nut I have seen no specimen, and the only one known to Col. 
Foster was that from which his drawings, now copied, were made. These 
seem, however, to indicate differences from any other known species, 
which will be readily appreciated by those who may discover other speci- 
mens. The most striking features in this nut are its large size, elongated 
form, trigonal section and strong ridges running from base to summit. 


Formation and locality: Upper part of Lower Coal Measures; Guernsey County, 
Ohio. 


24 
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CARPOLITHUS FRAGARIOIDES (N. sp.). 
Plate 43, Figs. 2, 2a. 


Nucleus spherical or transversely elliptical in outline, about half an 
inch in diameter ; in the fossil state very much flattened, though doubt- 
less originally nearly spherical ; surface marked with a kind of net-work 
of smooth bands, with areoles which form a double spiral. These areoles 
were apparently more prominent than the separating bands, so that the 
nut must have had somewhat the aspect of the strawberry with its promi- 
nent achenia. External envelope apparently drupaceous, contained in 
a leathery rind. 

This peculiar fruit is found in the shales over Coal No. 1, but is quite 
rare. The figure given of the nucleus (2a) conveys a very imperfect idea 
of the marking of the surface. The figure of the external envelope (2) 
shows the appearance it usually presents—torn open, and the nucleus 
‘having escaped. I am, perhaps, in error in supposing that these two 
fossils are portions of the same fruit; but they are so associated in one 
locality as to render it almost certain that they belong together. Further 
observation will doubtless clear this question of any doubt now hanging 
over it, and will perhaps reveal something in regard to the botanical 
relations of a fruit which is so unlike anything hitherto found in the 
Coal Measures. 


Formation and locality: Shales over Coal No. 1; Mill Creek, near Youngstown, 
Ohio. 


Genus CARDIOCARPON, Brongt. 


This is the name given by Brongniart to certain flattened, more or less 
heart-shaped seed vessels, found in the Coal Measures of all countries. 
The fruit consists of a central nucleus, often beautifully heart-shaped, sur- 
rounded by amargin which forms, sometimes a larger copy of the nucleus, 
sometimes an annular band enclosing the nucleus, but ıs oftener more 
or less deeply notched at the summit; while in a remarkable species, 
C. samarexforme, from the roof of the lowest coal in Summit County, the 
margin forms two broad lobes or wings, which give the fruit much the 
aspect of the winged seeds of the maple. Nearly all species of Cardio- 
carpon show a distinct point of attachment at the broad end of the 
nucleus, and, unlike Trigonocarpon, they are never found enclosed in an 
endocarp. Usually the entire fruit, nucleus and margin of Cardzocarpon, 
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forms a smooth, thin carbonaceous wafer, and it is quite evident that it 
was originally thin and flat. ) 

Though very abundant in the roof shales of some of the coal strata, 
especially of the lawest, Cardiocarpa have never been found united tothe 
plants which bore them. Hence their relation to the other coal-plants 
with which they are associated is a matter of conjecture, but I have been 
led to suspect that they may be the fruits of Cordaite. From their 
abundance in the coal shales, it is evident that they must have belonged 
to some plant which grew abundantly in the coal marshes, and could not 
have been connected, as has been suggested, with some unknown plant 
inhabiting the distant uplands. In one instance, only, I have found 
Cardiocarpa attached to stems. These stems had been detached from the 
plant on which they grew, but were so mingled with the leaves and 
stems of Cordaites as to afford strong presumptive evidence that they be- 
longed together. In the same association were numerous specimens of 
Antholithes, so that I have been led to suspect that these are the flowers 
or immature fruit of Cardiocarpon. On Plate 41, I have given figures of 
Antholithes and Cardiocarpa, all from the same locality and found in 
juxtaposition, and it is possible that they may represent but different 
phases of the fructification of Cordaites. 

In another place I shall have something to say about the botanical re- 
lations of Cordaites, and I will only remark here, in passing, that in an 
interesting suite of specimens which I obtained in the locality that fur- 
nished a large number of Antholithes and Cardiocarpa (specimens 1 to 4 
on Plate 41, and a great number beside), were stems of Cordaites which 
showed both their external surface and internal structure. These lead 
me to class this plant with or near the Cycads, and it requires no great 
stretch of imagination to suppose that such a plant had flowers and 
fruit similar to Antholithes and Cardiocarpon. The resemblance between 
the seed vessels we call Cardiocarpon and the fruit of Cycas revoluta, e. g., 
is very striking, as may be seen by a comparison of Figs. 1 and 8, Plate 
43. Here in Fig. 1 we have the entire fruit of the recent Cycas, the 
nucleus it contains being represented beside it; while in Fig. 8 we see a 
common form of Curdiocarpon. If the fruit of our Cycas were strongly 
compressed, the outline of the nucleus it contains would become visible, 
and we should have almost an exact copy of Fig. 8. It is apparent, 
however, that Cardiocarpon was always flatter than the drupe of Cycas 
recoluta; but this is a “‘mere matter of detail.” In general structure, so 
far as we know, the fruits I have compared are very much alike; enough 
so, at least, to encourage further consideration of the question now pro- 
posed. It may be objected that if we accept the fruit or flower spikes 
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called Antholithes as the flowers of Cardiocarpon and Cordaites, we must 
imagine the florescence of Cordaites to have been different from that of 
Cycas—different not merely in form, but in structure and function. In 
the modern Cycadz the flowers are dicecious, but the grouping suggested 
would require that the florescence of Cordaites should be monc«cious or 
hermaphrodite. This objection, however, has little weight, as we see 
great variation in this respect in the same family—the Palms, for ex- 
ample—and there may very well have once been hermaphrodite Cycads, 
though in the living forms the sexes are separated. Hermaphroditism 
would seem to be a simpler and earlier mode of florescence. Dicecious 
and moneecious flowers are generally regarded as examples of differ- 
entiation, though as results of natural selection, quite incomprehensible 
tome. To my mind the chances of fertilization would seem to be dimin- 
ished in the ratio of the square of the distance to which the male and 
female organs were separated. 

The theory has been advanced by some botanists that Cardtocarpon 
is the fruit of Lepidophloios, but unless we are grossly mistaken, this 
latter plant was a Lycopod, and I can hardly imagine any modification 
of sporangia which would resemble Cardiocarpon. 


CARDIOCARPON LATUM, Newb. 
Plate 43, Fig. 3. 
Cardiocarpon latum, N.; Annals of Science, Vol. I., p. 153 (1853). 

Nucleus broad, heart-shaped, flat, smooth, sharply acuminate, marked 
with a cicatrix at base, and surrounded, except at the basal cicatrix, 
with a narrow margin, terminating, like the nucleus, in a eharp point at 
the summit. A fine line runs from the apex of the nucleus to the sum- 
mit of the margin. 

Formation and locality: Roof of Coal No. 1; Cuyahoga Falls, Summit County. 


CARDIOCARPON MINUS, Newb. 
| Plate 43, Fig. 4. 
Cardiocarpon minus, N.; Annals of Science, loc. cit. 

Nucleus ovate, acuminate, smooth, from 4 to 6 lines in length, marked 
by a small cicatrix at base, and by a short, elevated line which passes 
through the apex, extending about 1 line toward the base; margin en- 
tirely surrounding the nucleus, conforming to its outline, broadest at the 
summit. 


Formation and locality: In bituminous shale, immediately below Coal No. 1; 
Cuyahoga Falls, Summit County. 
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CARDIOCARPON ELONGATUM, Newb. 
Plate 43, Fig. 5. 
Cardiocarpon elongatum, N.; Annals of Science, loc. cit. 


Nut small; length 6 lines, width 3 lines; nucleus ovoid, acuminate, 3 
lines long, flat, smooth, with cicatrix at base, entirely surrounded by a 
margin which is very narrow at the base, is much prolonged beyond the 
apex of the nucleus, and terminates in a rounded summit, which is some- 
times emarginate. A line passes from the summit of the margin into 
the apex of the nucleus. 


Formation and locality: In shale over Coal No. 1; Youngstown, Ohio. 


CARDIOCARPON BICUSPIDATUM, Sternb. 
Plate 43, Figs. 9, 9a. 
Carpolithus bicuspidatus, Sternb.; Flora der Vorwelt, I., t. 7, f. 8. 


Nucleus transversely elliptical or reniform, flat, smooth, abruptly 
acuminate, without cicatrix at base, surrounded by a very narrow mar- 
gin, which is broadest at the summit. This is probably the species 
figured by Sternberg, although I have never seen a specimen from this 
vicinity which was bicuspidate. As he has given no description with 
his figure, it is impossible to determine whether his species is the same 
with ours. Both evidently belong to the genus Cardzocarpon. 


Formation and locality: Roof shale of Coal No. 1; Tallmadge, Ohio. 


CARDIOCARPON MARGINATUM, Foster. 


Plate 43, Fig. 7. 
Cardiocarpon marginatum, Foster; Annals of Science, Vol. I., p. 129 (1853). 


Outline of fruit ovoid-oblong, rounded above, apiculate at base, 8 lines 
long, 6 lines wide; nucleus ovoid, 4 lines long, 3 lines wide, marked by 
a salient line running from the acute apex to the base of the fruit ; mar- 
gin entirely surrounding nucleus, broadest above. 

Of this species of Cardiocarpon I have never seen a specimen, but the ' 
figure and description given by Col. Foster prove it to be quite distinct 
from any of those found by myself in Northern Ohio. The figure now 
given is a copy of the drawing made by Col. Foster. 


Formation and locality: Lower Coal Measures; Zanesville, Ohio. 
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CARDIOCARPON ANNULATUM, Newb. 


Plate 43, Figs. 8, 8a. 


Cardiocarpon annulatum, N.; Annals of Science, loc. cit. 


Nucleus heart-shaped, or short-ovoid, acuminate, 6 lines in diameter, 
flattened, faintly striate; marked at base by the cicatrix of the pedicel; 
surrounded by an annular margin of nearly equal breadth, which is 
sometimes slightly emarginate at the summit. This species resembles 
C. emarginatum, Goepp. and Berger, but differs from it in the absence of 
- the emargination of the border at the base, and in the slight, often obso- 
lete, emargination of the apex. 


Formation and locality: In shale over Coal No. 1; Youngstown, Ohio. 


CARDIOCARPON ORBICULARE, Newb. 
Plate 43, Fig. 10. 
Cardiocarpon orbiculare, N.; Annals of Science, loc. cit. 


Nucleus orbicular, 3 lines in diameter, flat, or a little round, smooth, 
with a minute cicatrix at base, entirely surrounded by a very narrow 
border, which is narrowest at the base. 


Formation and locality: In shale over Coal No. 1; Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio. 


CARDIOCARPON RETUSUM, Sternb. 
Plate 43, Fig. 6. 
Carpolithus retusus, Sternb.; Flora der Vorwelt, L., t. 7, £. 10. 


Nucleus heart-shaped, with cicatrix at base, strongly rugose or tuber- 
cular, bordered by a very narrow striated margin. Sternberg’s figure is 
more rounded at the apex than our fossil generally is, and is destitute of 
the striated margin. 1 have specimens, however, which agree precisely 
with his figure. 


Formation and Locality: In shale over Coal No. 1; Tallmadge, Youngstown and 
Massillon. 


FOSSIL PLANTS. ‚375 


CARDIOCARPON SAMAREFORME, Newb. 
Plate 43, Figs. 11, lle. 
Cardiocarpon samarsforme, N.; Annals of Science, loc. cit. 


Nucleus round-cordate, flat, 9 lines in diameter, faintly concentrically- 
striate and reticulate, a fine elevated line running from base to apex; 
base strongly marked with the cicatrix formed by the detachment of the 
organs of support and nutrition. Attached to the nucleus are broad, 
apparently membranous wings, which spring from the cicatrix at the 
base, encircle the nucleus, becoming broader as they appoach the apex 
where they meet; from this point they rise, diverging from each other, 
with a rounded outline, to a height nearly equal to the diameter of the 
nucleus. Wings distinctly veined, and having a thickening border. 


Formation and locality: In shale over Coal No. 1; Tallmadge, Summit County, 
Ohio. 


Genus RUABDOCARPUS, Goepp. et Berg. 


This,name was given by Goeppert and Berger to certain nuts found 
in the Coal Measures, and which, with some resemblances to Trigonocarpa, 
differ from them in this—that they are not triangular or tripartite, are 
more. or less flattened, have a lenticular section, are often elongated and 
pointed above and below, and generally have the surface marked with 
numerous longitudinal ribs or rods, whence the name. It will be seen, 
however, by reference to Plate 44, on which several species of this genus 
are figured, that not all the species which have the general form of 
Rhabdocarpus, agree with Goeppert’s generic description, as some of the 
ovoid, flattened nuts associated with Triyonocarpa, and yet clearly dis- 
tinct from them, are not elongated or pointed, and are without the longi- 
tudinal ribs. Very likely these differences represent generic differences 
in the trees which bore them, but it seems hardly worth while, at pres- 
ent, to attempt any refined classification of these disjecta membra. I 
shall, therefore, include in Rhabdocarpus all the ovoid, flattened nuts 
which do not exhibit the tripartite character of Trigonocarpon. 

Up to the present time we know too little of the details of structure 
of these fossil nuts to make it worth while to spend much time in specu- 
lations as to their botanical affinities. The trees which bore them were 
undoubtedly closely allied to those of which Trigonocarpon was the fruit, 
and the general structure of the two groups of fruits was undoubtedly 





376 PALEONTOLOGY OF OHIO. 


the same, 7. ¢., the nuts were enclosed in more or less fleshy envelopes, 
covered with a leathery rind, and containing a kernel, consisting of a 
mass, in one or two cotyledons of elaborated nutriment stored up for the 
use of the germinating embryo; all of which is quite different from any 
known form of fructification among cryptogamic plants. We are com- 
pelled, therefore, to look among the Phenogams for the congeners of 
Rhabdocarpus and Trigonocarpon. But it is not necessary to look far up 
the scale of flowering plants before we réach resembling forms. Among 
the palms are fruits not very unlike these, and among the Gymnosperms, 
such as Salisburia, those that come still nearer. Dr. Hooker compares 
Trigonocarpon with the fruit of the ‘‘Gingko,” and is inclined to con- 
sider the tree which bore the fossil nut a Conifer. For reasons given 
elsewhere, I am disposed to regard Trigonocarpon as the fruit of Sigi- 
laria, and, from their similarity of structure, Rhabdocarpus must follow 
Trigonocarpon wherever it goes. 


RHABDOCARPUS CARINATUS (n. Sp.). 
Plate 44, Fig. 3. 


Nut ovoid in outline, rounded below, somewhat acute above; surface 
marked by numerous longitudinal, rounded ridges, which become obso- 
lete near each extremity. In some specimens portions of an external 
envelope, which covered and concealed the ridged shell, are visible. 


Formation and locality: Shales over Coal No. 1; Summit and Mahoning Counties, 
Ohio. 


RHABDOCARPUS Danat, Foster. 


+ 


Plate 44, Fig. 4. 
Rhabdocarpus Danai, F.; Annals of Science, Vol. I., p. 129 (1853). 


Nut oblong, compressed and finely striated; the base obtuse, the apex 
sharp, terminating in a point; the remains of an elevated line visible 
at the apex, and of a depressed line extending from the base nearly one- 
half the length of the nut in the direction of the axis; nucleus sur- 
rounded by a broad corrugated margin, in which are visible four or five 
folds parallel with the margin of the nucleus. 

I have seen but a single specimen of this nut, and this is that from 
which Col. Foster’s description was drawn. It is badly fractured and 
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gives but an imperfect idea of the entire fruit. It is quite certain, how- 
ever, that it is distinct from any nut before described, and it will be 
readily recognized, when found, from the figure now published. 


Formation and locality: From shales over Coal No. 3; Zanesville, Ohio. 


RHABDOCARPUS LEVIS (N. sp.). 
Plate 44, Figs. 5 and 5a. 


Nut 2 inches in length by 1} wide, ovoid in outline, rounded below, 
with the central point of the base slightly prominent; constricted but 
obtuse above; sides equally arched, smooth and polished; section len- 
ticular, with acute edges. 

This fine nut, when its broader side is seen, exhibits the ovoid outline 
and general proportions of the largest specimens of Trigonocarpon 
Hildrethi, but is strikingly different from that, in wanting its three 
salient ridges, and in its flattened form and lenticular section; . its 
shortest transverse diameter being less than one-half the distance from 
edge to edge. 


Formation and locality: Carboniferous Conglomerate; Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio. 


RHABDOCARPUS APICULATUS (n. Sp.). 
Plate 44, Fig. 6. 


Nut elliptical in outline, rounded below, acute or apiculate at the 
summit; surface marked by about twelve nearly equal, rounded, longi- 
tudinal ridges, which are strongest in the central portion of the nut, and 
become obsolete near either extremity ; length 1} inches; width $of an 
inch. 

Possibly this will prove to be not distinct from R. costatus, as we have 
not yet learned the limit of variability in these groups of nuts; and it 
is even possible that both these may be but varieties of R. carinatus. In 
the specimens before me, however, marked differences are discernible, 
and such as, if permanent, would constitute fair ground for considering 
them specifically distinct. In RE. carinatus, the form is more elongated, 
the summit more produced, the longitudinal ridges more slender and 
numerous, and somewhat grouped in fascicles of three. In R. costatus, 
the form is more nearly circular, the carine are much stronger, are 
acute angled, and alternate stronger with fainter ones; while in the 
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species under consideration, they are rounded, equally spaced and nearly 
uniform in strength. 


Formation and locality: Over Coal No.’1; Tallmadge, Ohio. 


RHABDOCARPUS ACUMINATUS (N. Sp.). 
Plate 44, Fig. 7. 


Nut large, 2} inches in length by 14 in breadth; broadly ovate in out- 
line; rounded below, acute and long-pointed above; surface nearly 
smooth, but showing faint traces of longitudinal ridges. 

I have thought it possible that this form is but a phase or condition of 
R. costatus; perhaps that nut with the external envelope more or less per- 
fectly preserved. Up to the present time, however, proof of identity is 
wanting, and the marked differences which are perceptible in the speci- 
mens before me seem to require that they be designated by distinct 
names. 


Formation and locality: Roof shales of Coal-seam No. 1; Youngstown, Ohio. 


RHABDOCARPUS COSTATUS (N. Sp.). 
Plate 44, Fig. 8. 


Nut large, 1# inches long by 1} wide; outline round-ovate or ellipti- 
cal, rounded below, abruptly acuminate at summit; surface marked 
by numerous longitudinal caring, of which alternate ones are strong 
and acute ; intermediate ones lower and rounded. These carine rise at 
the summit and become obsolete some distance above the base. 


Formation and locality: Shale over Coal No. 1; Youngstown, Ohio. 


Genus NERIOPTERIS (n. gen.). 


Frond pinnate or bi-pinnate; rachis strong, punctate; pinnules lanceo- 
late, simple, entire; medial nerve strong, extending from base to summit; 
secondary nerves given off at an acute angle, numerous, simple or forked 
at base, parallel, equal; fructification marginal (?) | 

The plant to which the above name is given is, perhaps, not generl- 
cally distinct from that upon which Brongniart founded his genus Can- 
nophyllites, though departing widely from his description. The typical 
species of Cunnophyllites is nowhere fully described, being simply enumer- 
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ated in the Prodromus of Brongniart and Unger’s Genera et Species. From 
the generic description and a notice in the Tableau des Genres, p. 92, it 
seeme that the type species (C. Virlettü, Br.) isa simple leaf, supposed, when 
the description was written, to belong to the Zingiberacee, and named 
Cannophyllites, from its supposed botanical affinities. Since that time 
other specimens have shown to Brongniart that his plant was a fern, and, 
without suggesting a substitute, he seems to have abandoned the name 
formerly given it (Cannophyllites), as liable to induce error. 

Unger, in his Genera et Species, applies the name of Cannophyllites to a 
probably very different plant, from the Cretaceous formation. 

Since our plant is distinctly a fern, with a compound frond and forked 
nervation, thereby excluded from Brongniart’s genus Cannophyllites, as 
defined by him, it becomes necessary to give it a new generic title. I 
have, therefore, called it Neriopteris, in allusion to the strong resemblance 
borne by its pinnules to the leaves of Neriwm (Gr. Nerion). This resem- 
blance is due, not simply to their regular, lanceolate outline, but also to 
the strong, straight, rigid midrib which traverses them from base to 
summit. 

By this latter character Neriopteris is widely separated from .Veuropteris, 
some species of which have pinnules of not very dissimilar form. 

The nervation of Neriopteris is most like that of Tzxniopteris, among 
fossil ferns, but the species which should properly be included in that 
genus have mostly simple fronds, and always a rectangular nervation. 
The species from the Italian Tertiaries (T. Bertrandti, ete.), with pinnate 
fronds, and acute angled nervation, have almost nothing in common with 
these, and should plainly be separated from them. 

In its general aspect our plant is also considerably like the larger 
species of Alethopteris, such as A. macrophylla, Newb., of which the upper 
pinnules are nearly as large, are entire, acute, and unequally cordate at 
the base. The texture of the leaf is, however, quite different, as is the 
nervation, and the lower pinnules of Aleth. macrophylla have scalloped 
edges. The margins of the pinnules in the specimens before me are all 
sensibly thickened and are apparently fructiferous. If this appearance 
is not fallacious, the fructification would be that of Pteris. 

In form the pinnules of Neriopteris resemble those of the plant described 
and figured by Prof. Dawson (Acadian Geology, pp. 446, 484), under the 
name of Phillopteris antiqua ; but the nervation is entirely different. 

In the enlarged figure of a portion of a pinnule, Plate 45, Fig. 3a, the 
nervation of Neriopteris is not quite accurately represented, as most of the 
nerves fork at the base, while, as there shown, they are all simple. 

The marginal band shown in the figures, and noted in the description 
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of the pinnules of Neriopteris, is not visible in all my specimens, and I 
have had considerable doubt of its significance. It is possible that it is 
due simply to a thickened or revolute margin. 

The nervation of the only species which I have of the genus is very 
fine and uniform, and must have been inconspicuous, and was apparently 
for the most part buried in the parenchyma of the pinnule when the 
plant was living. It often happens, therefore, that it is not clearly 
defined in the fossil state. When distinctly visible, however, it will be 
seen that, though fine and parallel, as in those of Txnzopteris, the secondary 
nerves are more or less forked; and generally, as in Texntopteris, at or 
near the base. 

Since the above description was written, Prof. Schimper has published 
his magnificent work, Traite de Paleontologie Vegetale, in which he proposes 
some important changes in the order Txniopteride, restricting the genus 
Teeniopteris to the Coal Measures and the Permian formation, and taking 
as a type species 7. multinervis, Weiss. (Pl. XX XVIII. Fig. 8). Prof. 
Schimper establishes a new genus, Angiopteridium, for the species of 
Teeniopteris which are found in the Triassic and more recent strata, and 
in which the fructification is bi-valvular and forms a sub-marginal band 
on the fronds or pinnules. In this genus he includes the old species of 
Tzeniopteris, T. Munsteri and T. Bertrandi. Teniopteris vittata, Brongt., 
forms the type of his new genus Oleandridium, which he supposes to have 
the fructification of Asplenium. It is evident, however, that our plant with 
lanceolate, cordate pinnules three inches in length, and with apparently a 
marginal fructification, has little in common with the simple, linear 
fronds, an inch and a half in width and a foot and a half in length of 
Teniopteris multinervis. Prof. Goeppert has described two species of 
Tzniopteris from the Permian of Bohemia and Silesia, 7’. coriacea and T. 
fallax (Foss. Flor. d. Perm. Form., p. 130, Tabs. VIII., IX), both of which 
he thinks may have pinnate fronds; but of this no proof is given, and 
the fronds or pinns described are very much larger than the pinnules of 
the plant before us. In his description of the genus Teniopteris, Prof. 
Schimper describes the fronds as simple, and it is quite evident that all 
the well-known species he has grouped in this genus are so. Hence, as 
now constituted, the genus Txniopteris cannot receive our plant, and we 
have, up to the present time, no facts which warrant us in so modifying 
Teniopteris as to admit it. It is possible that future researches will bring 
to light species which will connect Teniopteris and Neriopteris ; but for 
the present, since the geological range of the genera is different—ours 
being limited to the base of the Coal Measures—and the frond, large and 
simple in one case, is pinnately divided in the other, we are compelled 
to regard them as generically distinct. 
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NERIOPTERIS LANCEOLATA (n. Sp.). 
Plate 45, Figs. 1 to 3a. 


Frond pinnate or bi-pinnate ; rachis strong, punctate; pinnules diverg- 
ing from the rachis at an acute angle, lanceolate, acute, entire, narrowed 
and cordate or rounded at the base; medial nerve strong, straight, reach- 
ing to summit of pinnule; secondary nerves leaving the midrib at an 
acute angle, slightly curved at base, crowded, simple or forked near the 
base, parallel, equal. 

As this is the only species yet known of this beautiful fern; and it has 
served as a basis for the generic description, but little more need be said 
to give aclear idea of it. I first obtained detached pinnules many years 
ago from the under-clay of Coal No. 1, at my father’s mine, near Cuya- 
hoga Falls, Summit County, and subsequently found a single one in the 
roof of the same seam at the mine of Dr. Amos Wright, in Tallmadge. 
Much the best specimens of the plant, however, I collected from the 
shale over the same coal at Youngstown, Ohio. Two of the specimens 
obtained from the latter locality are represented in Figs. 1 and 2, Plate 
45. These show that the frond was pinnate, with a very strong rachis, 
which is punctate or scabrous, and was perhaps in life somewhat chaffy. 
In these specimens the pinnules are less distinctly cordate at base than in 
those from Tallmadge. In all the specimens except that obtained from 
Wright’s mine, the margins of the pinnules are thickened as though by 
a band of fructification ; but none of the specimens which I have seen 
are sufficiently perfect to justify me in asserting that this is a true ex- 
planation of this otherwise somewhat incomprehensible character. 

I repeat here a remark made in the generic description that the figure 
given of the nervation of Neriopteris, Plate 45, Fig. 3a, is faulty inasmuch 
as it represents the secondary nerves of the pinnules as all simple, 
whereas the larger number of them are forked at the base, and they are 
generally somewhat curved at their junction with the midrib. 


Formation and locality: So far as yet known, this fern has been found only at the 
base of the Coal Measures, and at the localities I have mentioned. 


ODONTOPTERIS NEUROPTEROIDES (n. Sp.). 
Plate 47, Figs. 1 to 3. 


Frond bi-pinnate ; pinns of lower part of frond linear in outline, 
composed of 20 or more pinnules, of which the terminal one is large and 
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irregular, as in Neuropteris; the upper pinne shorter and broader, with 
the terminal pinnule relatively smaller; pinnules of various forms; 
those near base of lower pinne ovoid and cordate, precisely like those of 
Neuropteris; wpper ones more or less cuneate, strongly decurrent; the 
upper side of the base free as in Otopteris; pinnules of the upper pinne 
linear, often acute, connate and decurrent at base. 

The terminal pinne of the frond are nearly entire, forming large, sim- 
ple pinnules; nerves very numerous and fine, radiating from the center 
and decurrent portion of the bases of the pinnules. 

This polymorphous species seems to unite Odontopteris and Neuropteris. 
The lower pinnules of the lower pinn& being attached only by the cen- 
ter of the base, the nerves radiating from that, are not distinguishable 
from those of Neuropteris; while the upper portions of pinn® and frond 
are clearly Odontopteris. 

In the figures given on Plate 47, figure 1 represents a subdivision of a 
large frond of which several pinne are shown. On these the pinnules 
vary considerably in form, those at the base of each pinna having the 
form and nervation of the pinnules of Neuropteris, while the upper pin- 
nules are those of Odontopteris. Fig. 2 shows the latter form still better. 
Fig. 3 exhibits one of the many aberrant forms which this protean 
species presents. The terminal pinne of the frond have been drawn, 
and will be engraved for another volume. They are very broad and 
simple, and would never be suspected of belonging to this plant if not 
found in connection with such pinne as are now figured. 


“ Formation and locality: Fragments of the fronds of this plant have been found in 
the roof shale of several mines opened in Coal No. 1, in Mahoning and Summit 
Counties. All the good specimens, however, have come from the locality on Mill 
Creek, near Youngstown, which has furnished so many additions to the flora of the 
lowest coal-seam in our Coal Measures. 


ODONTOPTERIS GRACILLIMA (N. Sp.). 
Plate 46, Figs. 1 to 3a. 


Sterile frond bi-pinnate, pinne very numerous, extremely elongated 
and narrow, parallel among themselves, slightly arched upward; pin- 
nules very short, rhomboidal, acute, those on the upper pinne and near 
the extremities of the lower pinne united by their margins, their sum- 
mits forming a coarse serration of the margin of the pinns; venation 
relatively strong, the secondary veins of each pinnule usually consisting 
of two branches springing from the rachis of the pinna, of which the 
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lower is strongest and gives off three branchlets on the lower side; the 
upper vein is simple or once forked; both veins are sigmoidally curved. 
Sometimes both veins seem to spring from a common root, and the pin- 
nule is then nourished by a single irregularly-pinnate vein. Fertile 
frond of the same general form as the sterile, except that the pinne are 
relatively narrower, and the inferior surface is completely covered with 
sorl. 

I have placed this peculiar form provisionally in the genus Odontop- 
teris, though fully aware that it is very unlike any species hitherto 
described. It should perhaps form a new genus, but the difficulties in 
the way of giving good generic definitions of fossil ferns are so great, 
that the genera created should be as few as possible, and only established 
on a large amount of material. We may safely affirm that the plant 
before us exhibits a closer resemblance to some species of Odontopteris 
than to any other fossil ferns now known, but its nervation departs 
widely from that of all described species of that genus. In those it is 
very fine, and a large number of veins spring from the adherent base of 
the pinnule. In the plant before us, on the contrary, there are but two 
branches to each pinnule, sometimes indeed but one, and these are coarse 
and strong. Where a single branching vein supplies the pinnule, the 
nervation is not very unlike that of Diplazium, except that the tertiary 
veins are not so regularly pinnate and arched. 

The fructification is apparently somewhat different from that of Odont. 
Schlotheimi, the entire under surface of the fertile frond being covered 
with sori. The details of the fructification are, however, not well shown 
in the only fertile frond which I possess. 


Formation and locality: Over Coal No. 1; Youngstown, Ohio. 


ALETHOPTERIS MACROPHYLLA (N. sp.). 
Plate 48, Figs. 3, 3a. 


Frond pinnate or bi-pinnate; pinnules? simple, leaf-like, lanceolate ; 
margins sometimes undulated or scalloped, revolute ; apex acute; base 
obliquely cordate; medial nerve straight and strong; lateral nerves 
given off at a right angle from the midrib, very numerous, fine, simple 
or once forked. 

This species presents marked differences from any other hitherto 
described, being readily distinguished by its very large, simple or sinuate- 
margined, acute, oblique-based pinnules, of which the midrib is strongly 
depressed. The secondary nerves are set at right angles with this, or 
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rather they spring from the midrib at an acute angle, but are immedi- 
ately and abruptly curved downward till they reach a position perpen- 
dicular to the midrib, whence their course is remarkably straight to the 
margin. The secondary nerves are usually forked at the base, and each 
branch divides somewhere near the middle of the interval between the 
middle nerve and the margin, though often one or both branches may be 
simple. The secondary nerves are very fine and numerous, and being 
straight, parallel, and at right angles to midrib and margin, they give 
their pinnules the aspect of a Tzxniopteris, but closer examination will 
show them to be distinctly forked even when detached ; also the oblique 
bases of the pinnules show them to be parts of a pinnate frond. 

It is clearly an Alethopteris, and nearly related to A. lonchitica, Br., and 
perhaps still more closely to A. Sternbergit, Goepp., in which the margin 
is not always entire. The pinnules are, however, two or three times as 
large as in either of these species, and the nerves are differently forked. 
The crenulation of the margin of the lower pinnules, and the lower side 
of the medial pinnule, is very different from that of A. Sternbergii, and 
such as to recall the leaves of Comptonia. 

But for its rectangular nervation I should be inclined to include it in 
Neriopteris, but the nervation of the type species of that genus (N. lanceo- 
lata, N.) is not only oblique, but in its fineness and regularity rivals that 
of Teniopteris magnifolia. 


Formation and locality: Sandstone over Coal No. 1; Youngstown, Ohio. 


ALETHOPTERIS GRANDIFOLIA (2. Sp.). 
Plate 48, Figs. 1, 1a, 2. 


Frond tri-pinnate, very large, 6 to 8 feet long, 3 to 4 broad; stipe 2 to 
24 inches broad, marked with fine longitudinal strie; pinne alternate, 
nearly opposite, the lower ones linear-lanceolate in outline, with rounded 
terminations, those near the extremity of the frond narrower, with 
waved margins terminating in long acutish points. The summit of the 
frond is formed by pinne reduced to pinnules, at first with waved mar- 
gins, at the very summit with entire borders; pinnules closely set, de- 
current and connate, at base of lower pinne deeply pinnatifid ; toward 
the middle of the pinnz, and higher in the frond, lanceolate-elliptical 
and with waved margins; still higher, lanceolate-elliptical with entire 
borders, 3 to 4 times as long as broad. Toward the summit of the frond, 
the pinnules become much smaller and relatively shorter, presenting an 
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appearance so different as to be readily mistaken for another species ;, 
medial nerve strongly marked, secondary nerves distinct, twice or thrice- 
forked, numerous. 

This splendid species resembles in some respects A. Massillonis, Lesqx., 
but is a much stronger plant, and the frond is much more leafy, the pin- 
nules broader and more closely set, more narrowed at base, and less 
broadly connate ; secondary nerves less strongly marked, and more com- 
pound than in that species. A strong pinna from the middle of the 
frond resembles A. Serliz, but fragments of any other portion of the frond 
are not likely to be confounded with it. The pinnules in A. Serli are 
never crenulate or pinnatifid as in this species. A. Serlii also belongs 
at a much higher level—above Coal No. 4. This species is limited to 
Coal No. 1. | 

Alethopteris grandifolia is the most common species in the coal mines of 
Tallmadge, where during my boyhood I collected thousands of specimens 
representing all parts of its great frond, and the many varieties into 
which it runs. I have also found this species at Massillon, in the Ma- 
honing Valley, and, indeed, wherever Coal No. 1 is worked. 

On Plate 48, two phases of A. grandifolia are given—that with narrow 
pinnules, often with waved margins (Fig. 1), and that with broad and 
entire pinnules (Fig. 2). These might very well be taken for distinct 
species ; but they blend in such a way that it is impossible to separate 
them. A common feature in this species, but one that will serve to dis- 
tinguish it from others, is this: the basal pinnule on the lower side of the 
pinna is frequently larger than its fellows, and pinnately lobed. 


Formation and locality: Over Coal No. 1; Tallmadge, Ohio. 
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Norr.—The sudden and severe illness of Mr. Meek prevented him from supervis- 
ing the printing of his report, and occasioned the omission of the wood-cuts of the 
accompanying diagrams from the places they were intended to occupy in the text. 
The references given with them to the pages on which the species they represent are 
described, it is hoped will enable those who are interested in the study of this group 
of fossils to make some intelligent use of them, notwithstanding their removal from 
their proper places.. It is but just, also, to say, that the typographical errors in Mr. 
Meek’s report would have been eliminated if the proofs could have been submitted 
to him for correction. Under the circumstances, I am sure they will be pardoned, 
and that palseontologists will regret, not so much the trifling inaccuracies of Mr. Meek’s 
text, as the sad cause which has produced them. J.8.N. 
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HETEROCRINUS HETERODACTYLUS 2. een Ba0 7 se0 9o 2022 2 e902 0 no m v.......0”.....e...a 


Posterior view of body, arma, and a considerable portion of the column. Natural size. 
Dr. ©. A. Miller's collection, 
Same view of same enlarged, but with only a part of the column drawn. 


HETEROCRINUS HETERODACTYLUS? (VArIELY) .eenenenn sennannen cee conseceee ons 


Another specimen. ay-paremly a variety of the same as fig. 1, showing posterior side of 
body, arms. and part. of the colanm. Mr. Dyer's collection. 
Same, magnified. 


HETEROCRINUSR JUVENINS ernennen ann ccccccee coccccucs covece scecences sovatsece onen u. 


A side view of body, arms, aud a part of the column, natural size. Mr. Bean‘s collection. 

A posterior view of a specimen consisting mainly of the body aı da piece of the colunin; 
also showiug first anal picoe at (a). magnified a little mure than 2 diame era, Mr. 
O'Neall's collection 

One of the disca of the column, magnitied abont 21 diameters, and showing the little 
cavities tor the reception of the five minute, intercalated sub-banal pieces, 


HETEROCRINUR SIMPLEX ...ccccce scecesees sunnen cocces ceceee cocoon enseenes sr anen one 
An oblique posterior view of a specimen consisting of the body and arma. and showing 
anal plate at (a). Nat. size. 
Another view of same speci nen. 
HETEROCKINUS SIMPLEX ..cc..cccceececcce cceces cnenae anne nnene cecnes conaes caneneees 


Side view of Lody, arms, and a portion of the column of an individual that seems to 
have had the upper } art of its arms broken away during the life ot the animal, and anb- 
sequently reatored. Mr. Dier'a collection, Nat. size 

Same magnified. 

HETEROCRINUS SIMPLEX, UUP......... seccesee canes nase eesvevees seneeneee areas cee 

Side view of body and arma, with a portion of column. Nat. size. 

Posterior view of same, showing anal pieces at (a.) 


HETEROCRINUS SIMPLEX, var. GRANDIS ....... ot seceeeceeeees be sae senceecoeeeece 


Side view of body, arma, pinnule, and a portion of the column. Nat rize. 
A side view of a part of one of the arnıs niagnitied, 
Dorsal view of same. 
HETEROCRINUS LAXUS “O0 sete See OBE EB AP BO BDO PR BE ORTE RO BE RE LEBER UP HEUER SH LEE SH DH 5 
Posterior view of body and arms; showing also the anal platen at (a). Nut. size. Type 
specimen from Mr. Dyer's collection. 
Anterior view of same. 
HETEROCRINUS SUBCRABSUS..... „wo...n... 00 1 808% vVORER ER HOUR U EH FREE 5 eee 290 5 999 e286 20 


Side view cf body and arme, with a piece of the column. Nat. size. Mr. O'N: all's collec- 
tion. 
Posterior view of same, showing anal series of pieces at (a). 
HETEROCRINUS CONSTRIC TUS. eaeace «8069660609 Beate ss LE U U ER LU EURE CEH FATS CHBREH Coe ase 
Side view of body and portions of the arms. Nat. size. Type specimen from Mr. Dyer's 
collectior . 
Posterior view of same, showiny anal piece. 
HETEROCRINUS CONSTRICTUS, var. COMPACTUS „.unse caccccces sonsr ons ne nennen 
A side view of body, arms, ana part of the column. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


HETEROCRINUS EXILIS, var. EXIQUUS vun 000008 no Ha u0 os COREE TEE 2050 wencee cecces 


Posterior view of body, arms and a part of column ; alno showing anal plates at (a). Mr, 
Dyer’s collection. 
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Fig. l. (FLY PTOCRINUS BaERI sonu00000 SOSREHRASE COS SHOASSD CERHES THESES CHEESE FSHCESE HH EHE BOR on 37 
1a. A side view of the body and arms, with their pinnulz; all somewhat flattened by pres 


sure. 
16. Another specimen, consisting of the arma and pinnulw only, as seen spread out in the 


matrix. Both originals in Dr. Baer's ovllection. 
Fig. 2. GLYPTOCRINUS DYER ......00. anenen senses sosscsece soteesccoste cee cecsescecces nennen DL 


2a. A posterior view of a specimen consisting of the body and portions of the arms. Mr. 
yer's collection. 
2 b. A side view of anuthor specimen, consisting of body, arms and pinnulw. Mr. Dyer's ool- 
ection. 
2c. A posterior view of body and lower part of arms. G. Dyeri, var. sub-globosus. 


Fig. 3. GLYPTOCRINUS O’ NEALLI...0..ccc0c0 conconcne nennen cee sen seccescecess assess nennen Ot 
3a. Side view of body, arms, pinnulx, and a portion of the colamn. Mr. O'Neall’s oo'lection. 
3d. Posterior view of another specimon, showing Ludy and arma, anal series of plates, etc. 
Mr. O'N-all’s collection. 
3c. Same view of another specimen, with the arms broken away so as to expose the vanit, 
composed of minute pieces; 8.80 the very small anal opening at (0), Mr. O’Neall’s 
collection. 
Fig. 4. GLY PTOCRINUS PARVUS 02.01. ccccsces nennen cncees caseee acces cevecccccs coseceese Werner 
4d. Side view of bo 'y, arms, piunule, and a few segments of columns. [The body is some- 
what crushed in the specimen, and the arrangement of the pieves may not therefore be 
in all respects exactly represented ] Mr. Dyer a collection. 
4b. A similar view of another speci.nen in Mr. Dyer's collection. 
30 


Fig. $. GLY PTOCRINUS DECADACTYLUS OP 0000 100000 HP DBEDES LED OHS 22S COE ET EHRE CHF CHEERED COR CSO BE 


5a. A side view of body and the lower parts of the arnıs of an unusually large, fine specimen, , 


belonging to Mr. Dyer's collection * 
5b. A posterior view of anuther similar but smaller specimen ia Mr. Dyer's collection. 


Fig. 6. ANOMALOCRINUS INCURVUS COSHH 0000 LE BP 5 COHSHEESSE CT RE US LEERE COB FES BES OFF CBF C828 498 


6a. A posterior view of body. parts of th» arms. and a few joints of the column, showing 
the anal piece (a), and an abnormal sixth basal piese (b). Mr. Miller's collectiun. 

6b. Anterior view of same. . 

te, An end view of the column, near the body. magnified about 2% diameters, to show that 
it is compnsed of an aggregation of numerous minute calcareous particles. The large 
central cavity is filled with crystalline calcareons matter, and may be larger than nat- 
ural. in consequence of the 8 plutiou of the surrounding part, ur other accidental removal 
of the same. 

6d. The root, or expanded part of the base of the column, as it grew attached to a mans of 
rock, composed of comminuted shells, etc. (This specimen is not positively known to 
be ong to thin species. but from ita peculiar structure, it is believed to be the rvut of 
the same.} Mr. Dyer’s collection. 

6e. A part of the colamn of the above, from just above the ront, magnified about 234 diame- 
ters, to show its conplex structure as seen: in a side view. 

6/. An end view of the column, at 1.43 inch above the root, 6 d. 





* Thir fine specim an, by some unknown azunev. disapnesred from the collections borrowed from C. B. 
Dyer, Esq.. of Cincinnati. A liberal reward will be paid for its delivery t» that gentleman. or fur any 
information by which it can be recovered. It cau be readily identified by the figure here given, wherever 


it may be. 
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LichENOCRINUS CRATERIFORMIS... ees @eeseae 25 DB a 00 BES R BE OBT AE LP EEE Oe HE HH DE TE U een een 


Upper side of diso, with the long appendage removed. Mag. 3 diameters. Mr. Dyer’s 

collection. 

A smaller individual growing on the middle of the glabella of a trilobite, and having a 
part of the plates and appendage of the upper side removed, a0 as to expose some of the 
internal radiating lamelle. Mag. 2 diameters, Mr. Dyer's collection. 

Upper side of a large specimen, showing disc plates and the broken end of the long cen- 
tral appendage. Mag. 2 diameters, Mfc. Dyer's collection. 

The flat under side of same specimen, as seen separated from the body upon which it 
grew, in such amanner as to leave the thin basal layer attached to the station, and thus 
expose Wunerous radiating strie. and a small central opening (the latter apparently due 
to some accident), Mag. 2 diameters. Mr. Dyer's collection. 

A side view of sane specitien, Mag. 2 diameters. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 

A basal laver or platform attached to its original station, and showing its upper or inner 
structure, as exposed by the removal of the disc plates and internal lamellw. Natural 
size. Mr Dyers collection. 

Same, magnitied 2 diatuctera. Mr. Dver's collection. 

Another basal layer, exposing its inner surface in the same way, with a smaller ceutral 
cirenmscribed space, Mag. 2 diameters. Mr, Dver's collection. 

The cirermscribed central area, magnitied 6 diameters, to show that the radiating lines 
corresponding te the lamellae of the interior are arranged in eyeles. like the septa of a 
coral: five at equal distances apart, reaching the center, with three slightly shorter 
ones between each two of the lonzest, and another still shorter series intercalated regu- 
larly between the others. Mr. Dyer's collection. 

A specimen, with the under or attached side separated from the body on which it grew, 
SO ats to expose its under surface, which is quite smooth, but shows, when moistened 
and examined under a mnacnitier, traces of the inner rays through its translucent sub- 
stance, It also has one ede cthe upper one in the drawing) tolded upon itself in such 
a manner as to expose some of the dise plates of the upper side; but as the plates are 
curved and not broken along the folded edge, nor the sutures gaping there, this folding of 
the edge vould not have resulted frou Nexibihty of the dise, but seenis to be a deformity 
prodneed during the growth of the animal. Mag. 3 diameters. Mr. Dyer's collection. 

A slabof rock with two of the small dises placed, one partly npon or against the other, 
and showing the long appendaze of each tapering off to an extremely attenuated ex- 
tremity. Natural size Mr. Dyer's cotleetion. 

Another larger individual arowing on the shell of an Orthix testudinaria, and showing 
nearly three inches of its columu-like appendaze broken at its free end. Nat. size, 
Mr. James's collection, 

A portion of the lower sub-pentagonal part of the long appendage of same, magnified 3 
diameters, to show the alternately interlocking arrangement of its pieces tbere. 

An end view of same, showing seetion of internal canal, 

A piece of same farther up, where the pieces become nearly opposite. 

The body and a part of the base of the appendaze of the same specimen enlarged three 
diameters, to show how exactly it conforms to the inequalities of the surface of the 
shell upon which if grew. 

Two smaller individuals growing on the sbell of an Orthts testudinaria. Mag. a little 
more than 2 diamet 28. 

Two others. crowing on same species of Orthis, one of them with the upper side of the 
dise Weathered so as to expose the edges of the lamella: within. Nat. size. Mr. Dyer’s 
colle ction, 

Two individuas with the plates of the upper side partly removed so as to show the la- 
mella within, Nat. size. Mr. Dyer’s eollection, 

The same malntied two diameters. 


Lu HENOCRINUS Dryer m. COFORTH ES 25 CHS ES CER SHHSOHH HU OH LED COREE CORE BEeeSED ET RER ROSE cae 


A specimen showin the upper side of the dise. with its numerous very small pieces. and 
the base of its appendage in the middle, Nat. size Mr. Dver's collection. 


eee eae eee ee SERS ORES VEEFSOHHST CHHFEHEES COSBES BHeHB Oe BEE Oe Bese ene es SCHOHTSTTSOS CHF EES CHUOESH OOS DE OD 


> 
A fragment having the structure and appearance of the column-ike appendage of LD. 
Dyeri ad showing its smaller end tapering rather abruptly to a blunt point. Mr. 
Dver’s collection, Nat. size, 
A portion of same, mnagnitied 37, diameters, 


Lrepe ICRINTITESN MOooreEt COOH CS CORO TH BDeeens Coe HES TEe LO EEE TEE FORTE © ceccocces ..u 000 


Side view of body and a part of column. Nat. size. Mr. Moore's collection. 
Another view of same, showing the anal opening, etc. 


AGEMACRINITES PILEUS  cecccece „O0 90006 teoeore cee «180 eet 0 88089 SESEERROS 8668008868 we 
View of npper side. Nat. size. Mr. Dyer'a collection. 
AGELACRINITES CINCINNATIENSIS v.......n.nnu000 GEASS CHOKES CEBEES OHSS TESDS E05 


View of upper side. Nat size. 
Same, enlarved 2 diameters. Mr. Dyer's collection. 


AGELACRINITES VORTICELLATA v8 HB 00 0900 HE 508 DER UUBRCOB DE HET SEE LH On BA Cee C8008 CECE 
View of upper side. Nat. size. “ 
Same, enlarsed 2 diameters. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 

HEMICYSTITES STELLATUS SOG SCOOT HHRESSE 96000000 BHSKFS TUE CE HH CRD HEHE BE vo... ..ne...nv.a... 


Upper surface. Nat. size. 
Same, enlarged 2 diameters. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 


HEMICYSTITES GRANULATUS vuo0oun Sun Be 00 DER OH BER OEE SEE BEE HR EDER TE au BESSes Se¢eeen oe 


Side view. Nat. size. 
Same, enlarged 2 diameters. Mr. Dyer's collection. 
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POTERIOCRINITES (DEN DROCRINUS) CADUCEUS c..ccccces conveceee cessepees anne 


A lateral view of body, a part of the column. and the arms, excepting their more slender 
subdivisions. Nat. size. Mr. O'Neall’s collection. 

A part of the column of same, magnified 2 diameters, 

Portion of slender subdivisions of the erma, magnified abont 4 diameters. 

Posterior view of body and portions of the arms, with also a few segments of the column 
attached. Mr. O'Neall’s collection. 


PoTERTOCRINITES (DENDROCRINUS) CASET ....0.ccecee oes nass ceeeenens ceaseees 


A apecimen showing the anterior side of the body, with portions of some of the arins, and 
a piece of the column attached The lar_e ventral prolongation is also imperfectly 
seen, like arms above, composed of small ieces. marked with little ridges arranged sig- 
zag. Mr. Case's collection, 

Anend view of the column of same, showing its distinctly pentagonal form. 

A posterior view of a voung individual, showing b dy, arms, and a short piece of the col- 
unm. Mr. Dver’s collection, 


PoTERTOCRINITES (DEN DROCRINUS) DYER]. 0.02. seen nenn nennen en seesavere ee 


Lateral view of bodv. arms, and a portion of the column, Mr. Dyer's collection. 
A similar view of a smaller specimen, with the body plates s mewha’ deranged by pres- 
sure. Mr. Dyer's collection. 


POTERIOCRINITES (DENDROCRINUS) POSTICUS. cccccccce ces ceceeeeer eeseeesen ann 


Posterior view of one of the type specimena, showing body. portions of some of the arma, 
and a part of the ventrs] prolongation, Mr. Dyer's collection. 

Same view of another ove of the type specimens, showing rather more of the arms. Mr. 
Dyer's collection. 

An anterior view of same. 


POTERIOCRINITEX (DENDROCRINUS) CINCINNATIENSIS.. cocceceee eee eeeeee eee 


A posterior view of body, most of the arms, and a part of the column, of type specimen. 
Mr. Dyer's collection. - 
Same view of another smaller specimen, with arms removed, 


ANOMALOCYSTITES BALANOLDES ..cccccce cevccence nennen sun nen eveuveees spcnes vances 


An anterior view of the lower part of the body only. Mr. Dyer's collection. 

Side view of same. 

A porterior view of name, showing the deeply sinuous character of the basal pieces, and 
some remains of the extremely thin seqnents of the very thiek upper end of the column. 


STENASTER GRANDIS SOCOM VES EHE ET ET TER SHTSEHESHES ABO LER PO H EEE DR ER IE TE BE ROOT EHE Cease 


Dorsal view of a specimen with two of the rays folded over upou the dise, so as to "how 
thin ventral sides: one of the others curved and compressed laterally, and the other 
two with their extremities broken away. Mrs. Haines’s eoltection. 

A piece of one of the rays enlarged: under side view. 

A piece of same, dorsal side, nore highly maznified. 


PROTASTER GRANULIFERUS eae tees ee CHORHFEHREHE Cee Se SHFHPHECHSE BESTE SHE sen SO HH TE soe 


A ventral view of a specimen consisting of a part of the dise and the inner ends of the rays, 
magonitied about 2 diameters, 

A small portion of the integument of the dorsal side of the dise, macnified to show its 
minutely granular structure. 


POTERIOCRINITES (DENDROCRINUS) POLYDACTYLUS,, varasnnon coeees onnnen cen 
A posterior view of the body and arms, with a piece of the column attached. 
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PLATE IV. 


. PaGE, 


PAL EASTER SITAEFFERT cccccccc. cccccccce cecece nennen te seeees ceaaccees sone nen anne 


An outline view of the ventral aide, from plate IX , tig. 2. of <0th Ann. Revents’ Report. 
N.Y. 


PAL ASTER DYER (oc... ceccecee cee ceacenee seeeee nennen ceeseeeeeeee nen unnenen nenn 


A view of the ventral side of a speciinen consisting of a part of the dise, and portions of 


the rays. showing one of the marginal and adambnlacral pieces, with their spines, and 
at one place a few dersal pieces of one of the rays brought into view by distortion ; 
the whole being much oliscnred by achering shaly ma ter. ‘The ambulaeral car als are 
doubtless mae to appear narrewer Chan natural, at the broken end of the Lower ray, 
by necidental pressure. Mr. Dyers collection. 

aA pa of the under side of one of the rays, showing the marginal and adambuacral 
pieces With some of their spines. ail margnitied } diameters, 

A part ofthe dersal side of one of tler ray showing the anzular forms, and loose arrange 
ment of the dorsal pieces. as mansnitied nearky 2 diameters. 

Two of the spines of the marcinul and tdimbiilacral Pieces, magnified 2 diameters. 

The miatdrepotitetm piece, magnified 2 diameters, 

Twoot the very stnall dorsal spines, magni do 3 diameters. 


Pa aD ASTER GRAN U LOSUS PD Lu... PER SREOEH Tee Fhe FOC PT HEHE CHEESE CORES HEHEHE PET AS OF 


Ventral side of a specimen showing two and a part of a third rav. and, less distinctly. a 
portion of the dise, The ranges of preees outside of the anarwinalrows belong to the 
dorsal series, being here brought into view by accidental pressure. Mr. Dyer’s collee- 
tion. 

A part of one of the ravs, showing the marzinal, adambilneral, and ambnlacral pieces, 
ali in their relative positions, and macuitied about 2 diameters, 

Dorsal side of a piece ot one of The raye. deat its middte, showil ge the arrangement aud 
form of the doreal pieces, as seen maguitied abort 272 diameters. 


~ 


Pars: 1 ER JAM IENTT cece cence ong are cree as ere ees PORT EHH e RE DU SE LO EHE CE CE HU CHF HT HH TR Cen 


View of the ventral side, This speetmen das the appearance of having the marginal 
pieces removed ao as to expose Che dimer side of the dursal pieces. This. however, may 
be owing te some peenliar character of the fossil, or due to some other accidental 
case, “Phe oral pieces are vot clearly seen, and may hot have exactly the characters 
represented. Mr. James's collection. 


Pai Vv ASTER INCOM Prus.. BOSC eres DU ER OO DET DER SHEE HH TE RE LE BESeET OF LED DER RD BAR CHF HOHE CE 


Dersal side of a compressed specimen, with the piec es somewhat displaced. 
The madreporitorm body of same, maguitied about 5 diameters. 
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PLATE V. 


PTILODICTY A SHAFFERI “.—.n.n..20 00 v0 ED 7 8000 ceee eaeaesesvene are seccce ceccec cevececcs 68 


Parts of the steıns and branches. Natural sice. Mr. Shaffer's collection. 

Same magnitled about 2% diameters. 

A part of one of the branches, magnified abont 12 diameters, to show the oval form of the 
pores, and the striated interspaces. 


PHOLIDOPS CINCINN ATIENSIS ....... ve seccencs Leen cecces coccce socccaces sceceseececece 130 


A view from above, magnified about 3 diameters. Mr. James's collection. 
Profile of same, magnified as above. 
Cross lines showing the natural size of the specimen. 


LEPT ENA SERICEA ? s.n......e.n en ne0 seeeoe .....u.e.0..n.. .oa90 90,20 Do 0128 SO DEE E00 000 CC 70 


Dorsal view, magnified 134 diameters. 

Interior of ventral valve, magnified 11% diameters, showing muscular impressions, etc. 

Interior of dorsal valve, magnified 1% diameters, to show muscular impreasions and car- 
dinal and brachial processes. 

Surface strim, magnified. 

Section of the two valves anited. 

A dorsal view of the varietv rugosa. magnified as above, showing cardinal area, and the 
oblique wrinkles near the hinge line. 

Interior of dorsal valve of same, showing cardinal and brachial processes, muscular im- 
pressions, eto.. as magnified 1%, diameters. 

Section of the united valves. 


STROPHOMENA SULCATA ..csce cece a eVerreuil | ves sucess concen ees „ 85 


A dorsal view of a rather small specimen. 

A ventral view of a larger individual. 

Cardinal view of same, showing area. ado-deltidium, perforation of beak, etc. 
Anterior view of same. showing mesial sinus and fold. 

Surface strie, magnified. 


STROPHOMENA SINUATA eee sean 208 u A EA. 000000 05 0892090 PRO 0 RS CDS BE 87 
Dorsal view. u 
Ventral view. 


Cardinal view. showing area, false deltidium. and the minute perforation of the beak. 

An anterior view, showing the much fainter sinus and fold than are seen in the last, as 
represented by fig. 4d. 

Surface stris, magnified. 

an imperfect specimen, showing cardinal process, and sooket ridges of the interior of the 

orsal valve. 

Another, showing hinge teeth, and the cavity for the reception of the muscles, dental 

ridges, vtc., of ventral valve. 


STROPHOMENA RHOMBOIDALIS, VAR. TENUISTRIATA.. cocsccces cosneccecececse 20 


Ventral view. 

Dorsal] view. 

Interior of dorsal vajve, showing the short cardinal process, muscular scars, ete. 
Section of the,two valves united. 


6. 4Surface strie, magnified. 
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PLATE VI. 


PAGK. 
STROPHOMENA NUTANS..cccccce nenn DREI ies annnnn cess sec ececssece 77 
View of dorsal side. 
Ventral view. 
Interior ventral valve, showing the cavity for the muscular attachments, hinge teeth, area, 
and pseudo-deltidium, as well as the thickened, wrinkled, and geniculated zone around 
the frout and lateral margins. 
Interior of duısal valve, showing cardinal process, sockets, and obscure muscular mark- 


ings. 
Magnified surface markings. 
Section of the two valves united, 


STROPHOMENA PLANO-CONVEXA ............00s ans. “........ .n00000070 CHEESE §2 


Ventral view. 

Dorsal view. 

Posterior view. showing area, pseudo-deltidium and minute perforation of beak. 

Interior ventral valve, showing muscular cavity, hinge teeth, area, pseudo-leltidium, etc. 

Section of the two valves united. 

Interior of dorsal valve, showing the very small bipartite cardinal processes. oblique 
soc et ridges, and obscure radiating ridges without well-defined muscular scars in the 
bottom of the valve. 

Surface markings, magnitied. 


STROPHOMENA PLANUMBONA cccccscce nenn WM Nennen nenne 79 
View of ventral side. 
Dorsal view. 


Interior of ventral valve, showing muscular cavity, hinge teeth, and thickened and 
wrinkled anterior and lateral margins. 

Interior of dorsal valve, showing the bifid cardinal process, muscular scars, ete. 

Section of the two valves united. 

Posterior view of the united valves, showing area, pseudo-deltidium, ete. 

Surface strie, magnified. 


STROPIIOMENA PLICATA TEEN BPG. cccc cesses co cesecscceces coeeee 81 


Ventral view. 

Dorsal view. 

Posterior view, showing area, pxeudo deltidium, ete. 

A lateral or profile view of same. 

Interior of a dorsal valve, showing the short bifid cardinal process, sockets and oblique 
socket ridges, and obscurely some of the internal markings. Externally this specimen 
shows the characteristic oblique wrinkles. 

Interior of ventral valve, with hinge teeth, muscwar cavity, and cardinal area, with its 
psendo-deltidium. 

Section of the two valves united. 

Surface ınarkings, magnified. 


v 
STROPHOMENA FILITEX TA eeseGaeon eee von 280 EB 9. kl... euseeecaeva oaobeseoene von un eon 83 


Veutral view. 

A dorsal view of another specimen. 

Interior of a ventral valve, showing the large, deep, very strongly defined muscular cavity, 
hinge teeth, etc. 

Interior of a dorsal valve, showing the bifid cardinal process and socket ridges, with four 
strong ridges, and three linear ones between them, in the bottom of the valve, the 
whole of which is much roughened by little asperities. 

Surface markings, maguitied. 
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PLATE VII. 


PAGR. 


STROPHOMENA ALTERNATA „ss se n9.0P ooo enya ..s„„.„.u...:00%290 09009209 FCEKZES 19 0000 88 
Ventral view of a rather long apecimen. 
Dorsal view of asme, showing area, false deltidium. 
Internal view of ventral valve, showing muscular impressions, hinge teeth. ete. 
Interior of dorsal valve, showing muscular impressions, the bifid carjinal process, and a 
somewhat thickened and wrinkled ridge around near the anterior and lateral margins. 
A section of the tw valves, 
Surface stris magnified to show how several small onen usually occur between each two 


rger. 
Some of the stris much more magnified, to show the small, crowed lines of growth. The 
surface markings of the other varieties differ but little from this. 


STROPHOMENA ALTERNATA, var. NARUTA cu SONNE ann 20 


A ventral view. 
A section of same specimen, to show the strong deflection of the valves. 
Ventral view of a smaller specimen, with the nasute character more strongly defined. Mr. 


Dyer's collection. 


STROPHOMENA ALTERNATA, var. FRACTA ...... »u..... Neek...... eseoeee see 91 


A doraal view of a large specimen. 

Ventral view of another individual of more elongated form, showing a second growth 
around the auterior and snterior-lateral margins, often seen in this variety. 

Interior view of same, showing hinge and muscular impressions. 

Interior of ventral valve of a smaller specimen, showing the bifid cardinal process, and 
the muscular scars more remote from the same than in the other varieties. 

Section of the two valves, showing their depressed form. 
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PLATE VIII. 


Fig. 1. ORTHIS EMACERAT AG. .c0es. cesses nennen 


a A dorsal view of a medium-sized specimen of the same form as one of the typical ex- 
amples. 

1b. A profile view of same. 

le <A posterior view of same 

td A ventral view of a more transverse specimen, agreeing with the other typical example. 


Fig. 2. ORTHIS EMACERATA oo...ccee cccncnces sescences annnee nennen cee cosstces sen sonenennene LOY 


2a Dorsal view of a larger specimen, differing in form. 

b. A ventral view of same. 
* An inte:nal view of ventral valve, showing muscular impressions, hinge teeth, etc. 
d. Interior of dorsal valve showing muscular scars and cardinal and brachial processes. 
2e Profile of the specimen represented by tig. 2 a. 
2f. Cardinal or posterior view of same. 
2g. Surface striw much magnified, to show the minute lines of growth as seen crossing the far- 

rowan between the at: iz. 


Fig. 3. ORTHIS EMACERATA tar. MULTISECTA sense ccc ccc cee cee eee nennen ees 


a. Ventral view. 

b A cardinal view of same. 

e Interior of dorsal valve, showing muscwar impressions, cardinal and brachial proceases. 
d. Surface strig magnified, to show minute cross strizw in furruwa 


sseersesnenen 112 


Fir. 4. ORTHIS BOREALIS .....000. soesevens See ecets ensure ces seceee ce seen cesses soneescesccscsen, IQ] 
4a. Dorsal view. 

4h. Profile of same 

4c. Anterior view of same. 

4d Ventral view of a smaller specimen. 

4e, Dorsal view of same. 

4f. A cardinal or posterior view. 


Fig. 5. ORTHIS BELLULA .c...c.. ccccee ensnnnnen nenne ceeeee sees suceeaes ceeeea con ceueea nun 10: 


a A dorsal view. Natural size. 

b. Same, mnagnitied 2 diameters. 

e. Ventral view, magnified. 

d. Cardinal or poaterior view, magnitied. 
e. Anterior view, magnified. 

f. Surface atriw, magnified. 


Fig. 6. ORTHIS FIRSICOSTA.. .cccsc scenes concen eee ee eeee Sebeneene cease ceenen cue 


6a. Ventral view. 

6b. A dorsal view of same. 

tic. Cardinal view of sane. 

vd Surface striw and minute cross lines of growth, magnified. 

ie. Profile view of the specimen represented by fig. 6 4. 

if. Aninternal view of a dorsal valve uf a smaller specimen, showing hinge. with cardinal 
and brachial processes, without any visible musculat scars. 

tig An internal view of a ventral valve of a specimen with the cardinal margin broken away, 
showing an obscurely defined muscular cavity. 

Gh. Interior of a ventral talve, showing small hinge teeth and an obacurely defined muscular 


cavity. 
Fig. 1. ORTHIS PLICATELTLA.. ...... Conon e seoatet an eae SCHORSHTETE SHH TEE SEITE TEE STETTEN 108 
Ta. Ventral view. 
7b. Dorsal view of same. ; 
7c, Interior of a dorsal valve, showing ca dinal and brachial processes, witbout any muscular 


SCATB. 
7d. A profile view. 
ze. An anterior view. 
Tf. A cardinal view. ; ; . 
7g. Surface markings enlarged to show transverae striw between the riba, and minute traces 
of longitudinal strie: upon and between the same. 
h. A ventral view of a specimen nearly intermediate between typical form of this species 
and the following variety. . 
i. ‘A dorsal view of same. ; 
j. Interior of dorsal valve of same, showing cardinal and brachial processes. 
© 









ORTHIS PLICATELLA, VAT. TRIPLICATELLA csaesecoer ceeccecce cacnsecsscessesecces LOD 
e 


orsal view. 
ventral view. 


8 ¢.\ Gardinal view, to show the very low area, as compared with figs. 7 fand 6 ¢. 
8d. Profiof same. 
8e. Surface markings, magnified. 
Fig. 9. OrTHIS ? ELLA.. CCOHSOKELE BLU a00 FCEHTSS SBHKCHHATEE LE BO PT SHHHSOTZESS EEE OT LER REOHESH SEHHOHRED Cvese 105 
9a. A dorsal view. 
9b. Profile. . 
9c. Cardinal view, showing the very restricted character of the area. 
9d. Anterior view of same. 
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PLATE IX. 


PAGE. 

Fig. 1. OrTHIS INSCULPT A cocsccces .....ne.u.....m: eee eee OBER RE VE OEM EEE 9 TO TER TEE O0 ECO PH HH TH EHO 99 

la. Dorsal view. 

1d. Ventral view of same. 

1c. Interior of dorsal valve, showing cardinal and brachial processes, muscular impressions 

and vascular markings. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 

1d. Interior of ventral valve, showing muscular and other internal markings. hinge teeth, etc. 

le. Same view of another specimen differing somewhat in these details. 

1f. A cardinal or posterior view. showing the cardinal area, foramen, etc. 

lg. Profile of same. 

1 A Surface markings, magnified. 
Fig. 2. ORTHIS SUBQUADRATA ........00.. Soteee seceee eneeeuees consecees seseeeoees beats secees 94 

2a. Dorsal view. (d, by mistake on the plate.) 

2b. Ventral view of same. (Right-hand side of the plate.) 

2c. Interior of dorsal valve, showing cardinal and brachial processes, muscular scars, etc. 

2d. Interior of ventral valve, showing muscular impreasions, hinge teeth, and vascular mark- 


ings. 
2e. Surface markings, magnified. 
2f. A cardinal or posterior view. 
2g. A part of the cardinal margin, magnified to show the markings on the cardinal process, etc. 


Fig. 3. ORTHIS OCCIDENTALIB een seen cesses cecceceee cesses cneseeees ceceessaeces snnsnnnnn nenn OO 


A dorsal view. 

Ventral view. 

An anterior view. 

A profile or lateral view. 

Posterior or cardinal view, showing the high area and foramen. 

Interior of the ventral valve, showing muscular scars, hinge teeth. etc. 

Surface markings, magnified. 

Interior of dorsal valve, showing muscular impressions, and cardinal and brachial pro- 
cesses. 


Go ws OSG 6 ee Go Ge 
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ÖRTHIS SINUATA CORRS 0ER) OHS COTES CORTES LO ROLE CHCOHR CHRFASHEH Be Leese 286 FF LTE HESS 2808 w&: o 96 


Dorsal view of a large specimen. 

Ventral view of same. 

Profile of same. 

Anterior view of same. 

Interior of dorsal valve showing cardinal and brachial process, muscular scars, eto. 
Interior of ventral valve, showing muscular impressions, hinge teeth, etc. 

Surface markings, magnified. 
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PLATE X. 


PAGE. 
OrTHIS (PLATYSTROPHIA) BIFORATA, var. LYNX ...cccccece ccosceces ensennenn 114 


Dorsal view of a medium-sized adult specimen. 

Anterior view of same. (This figure should have been drawn with the dorsal valve above, 
for ready comparison with the same view of the other varieties on this plate.) 

Ventral view of same. 

A posterior view, showing the double area, foramen, ete. 

Au internal view of the ventral valve, showing the area, foramen, hinge teeth, and the 
deep cavity for the muscular scars. 


ORTHIS (PLATYSTR.) BIFORATA, Var. OF YOUNG. .ccccceee coscccees seccascoeees 117 


_ Dorsal view. 
Anterior view of same, showing the very prominent mesial fold and deep sinus. 
Posterior view of same. 
Ventral view of same. 


ORTHIS (PLATYSTR.) BIFORATA, UQP. DENTATA 2 ..cese coccecees cscs eeeseecee 117 


Dorsal view of a specimen with two plications on the mesial fold and one in the sinus. 

A ventral view of same. 

Anterior view of same, showing tho prominent mesial fold and deep sinns. 

A ventral view of another specimen, with a second smaller plication in the sinus anda 
third on the fold. 


ORTIHIS (PLATYSTR.) BIFORATA, Var. LATICOSTA .cssccees secscsces cocsceces one 116 


A dorsal view. 

Ventral view of same. 

Anterior view, showing the prominent mesial fold and deep, wide sinus. 

Interior of a ventral valve. 

Interior of dorsal valve, showing the obacure muscular scars, very small linear cardinal 
process, and the tooth-like brachial processes. 

The minute granular surface markings, magnified. 


ORTHIS (PLATYSTR.) BIFORATA, VAT. ACUTILIRATA cccceceee seccrcece seosesces 119 


Ventral view of a rather large adult specimen. 

Posterior view of same, showing the cardinal area and strongly incurved beak of each 
valve. 

Anterior view of same.* 

A dorsal view of a more transverse specimen. 

Interior of ventral valve, showing the deep cavity for the muscular scars, cardinal ares, 
foramen. and hinge teeth, with a slight thickening and subcrenate appearance of the 
hinge margin near the teeth. (This latter character may not be normal, aa it is not seen 
in some other specimens.) . 

A less transverse individual; dorsal view. 

Surface granules, magnified. (These granules occur on all of the other varieties, in well- 
preserved examples.) 





—- - — —_ —  —-—— — ne a ee ee 


* It may perhaps not be superfinous to inform atudents, that in comparing this figure and figs 2d, 3.4, 
and 4 e, with I b, that the latter was inadvertently drawn in a different posture from the others, ite sinu- 
ated valve being turned upward, instead of the reverse, 
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PLATE XI. 


LAGE 
1 TIYGOSPIRA HEADI......... OR BEBO6 CORE HH HER CHSESS VPEUE BR EHER BD GESSHSESCSZO DE TH U LEE POTTER HT RB 2EE 127 
1a. Profile view. 
1b. Dorsal view. 
le. Front view. 
id. Ventral view. 


Fig. 2. RHY NCHONELLA CAPAX .„...... CHEK SCHSCHe VER FEE PO H YO HE BL RE EO REHS DEU HE DER HER BUA GO 123 
2a. Dorsal view of an adult, rather gibbous specimen. 
2b. Front view of same. 
2c. Ventral view of sane. 
2d. Lateral or profile view of a large gibbous specimen. 
2e. Interior of ventral valve, showing hinge teeth, and the deep angular cavity for the muscu- 


lar impressions seen in the bottom of the valve; also the deep rostral cavity. 

2/. Interior of dorsal valve, showing the short. closely set apophyses, with the socketa for the 
reception ot the teeth of the other valve, just outside of them. A mesial ridge is seen in 
the bottom. but no muscular scars have been observed. 


Fig. 3. RHYNCHONELLA DENTAT A ...cc. ccccce coc ceccee non anna nenn neun ces ceeace Bene nnnnn ee 121 


3a. Dorsal view of a apecimen with the usual number of muscular plications (two) on the 
mesial fold, 

3b. Lateral view of same. 

3e. Ventral view of same, showing the single plicati: nin the sinus. 

3d. Dorsal view of another specimen having a rudimentary plication somewhat raised on each 
side of the usual two forming the mesial fold. 


Fig. 4. ZY GOSPIRA MODEST.\..... sees es wesene 208 CROCKER COs TE HT RE Bee POSH Se TER OT ET EHOASE BABE CBF 125 
4a. Ventral view of an adult specimen. 
4b. Profile of same. 
4c. An anterior view of same. 
4d. Dorsal view. 
Fig. 5. ZYGOSPIRA CINCINNATIENSIS scene. beseenene anne Kenne sssnansen cosseneee tee ann 126 
5a. Doraal view. 
56. Ventral view. 
Se. An anterior view. 
Fig. 6. Retrzia (TREMATOSPIRA) GRANULIFERA ...... nern bev eeee nenn coe soneesee 128 


6a. Ventral view. Nat. size 

6b. Dorsal view of same. 

6c. Protile view of same. 

6d. Dorsal view, magnified 

6e. A part of two of the plications more highly magnified, to show the surface granulations, 
with numerous much smaller punctures 


Fig. 7. ORTHIS RETRORSA ? ........ seen coeee bese eens Seusnannsen ceseeceee cescercessscseserecsene OD 


7a. Dorsal view, 

b. Ventral view, showing the area strongly inclined forward, and the foramen, with the beak 
and area of the dorsal valve 

c. A profile view of the same specimen. 

d. Interior of ventral valve of a larger individual, showing the very strongly defined cavity 
for the musenlar scars. and the complex vascular markings. r Dyer's collection. 

e. Interior of same valve of a smaller individual, showing same parta, but presenting dif- 
ferencee in the form of the cavity for the muscular scars and vascular markings, that 
seem scarcely compatible with specitic identity. 

7f. Surface markings, maynitied. 


Fig. 8. AMBONYCHIA (MEGAPTERA) CABEL? ...... nassen coscecees sesessee cesses seceee eee 138 
Angxternal view of right valve, with a part of the alation broken away. 


Fig. 9. AMBONYCHIA (MEGAPTERA) ALATA ...ccssssccecsscsccsceesesssscccsssorceceoses LOL 
Afright valve, with a p»rt of the wing removed. Mr. James's collection. 


Fig. 10. CLIDOPHORUS’ (NUCULITES) FABULA ... ...cccceesecses nesses sosssees sersenuen ne 138 
10a. A left? side view of an internal cast, magnified 10 diameters 
10 b. Oppo,ite view of same. 

Fig. 11. TELLINOMYA OBLIQUA ? u—muR0n SEKFEE PESHHH CH BEER CHT EES SES E00 OES SHHEES COE COS OEE SEH BEE 139 


11 aand db. Rightjand dorsal views of an internal cast, magnified 10 diameters. 
1l\e. Dorsal view,of same. 


Fig. 12. CYPRICARDITES STERLINGENBIB ? 0.2... secseoces crccee vecees cosets ses ssccccessecs LOG 


A right‘and dorsal views of an internal caat, showing some,remains of Impressions of 
posterior hinge teeth at (¢) of fig. 12 a. 
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PLATE XII. ; 


PaGE, 
ANODONTOPSIS MILLERLI....0ccc000 ccccee scccee socsee ana nnn eanonnenn neuen eecccsecsees 140 
Left side view of a medium-sized specimen. Nat. size. 
Dorsal view of same 
Hinge and interior of left valve of a large specimen, with some of the anterior margin 
broken away. Mr. Dver's collection. 
Hinge of right valve, with both extremities br.ken away. A little magnified. 
ANODONTOPSIS UNIONOIDES. ...c0. cecccccce socecs ceceee secessees ee PERPPER sonne 141 
Dorsal view. Mr. Miller’s collection. 
Right side view of same specimen. 
SEDGWICKIA ? FRAGILIS ...... seccceces scvsevecs ne ee ccececucscoes cas cescecces ons casece 
Left side view. Nat. size. Mr. James's oollection. 
Dorsal view of same. Nat. size. 
CARDIOMORPHA ? OBLIQUATA cecess cossceece cececee ceveccces cea coc cscves cocees ees 146 
Left side view. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 
Posterior profile view of same Both natural size. 
AMBONYCHIA COSTATA.. Mann nensan ceccee nonnen cos cesece son une see coceeees wen ner 130 
Left side view. Nat size. Mr. James's , collection, 
An anterior profile view. 
Surface cost somewhat enlarged, to show the small lines of growth. 
Cy PRICARDITES? CARINATA cc» ee cceeee Nenn annnnn one none ences nennen cucee 135 
An anterior view Nat. size. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 
A left side view of same. Nat. size. Mr. Dyer's collection. 
SEDGWICKIA ? COMPRESSA ...... .000: b cecees coceee conescces cevccs cescceccscccececccce L44 
A left? side view. Nat. size. Mr. James's oollection. 
Dorsal view of same. Nat. size. Mr. James's collection. 
SEDGWICKIA (? GRAMMYSIA) NEGLECTA ......ccecssees see coe ccvcencessceere 142 
A right side view. Nat. size. Mr. James's collection. 


MEGAMBONIA JAMESI este cccces ceceee coceee ceases coseee nenn nonsnensun ccecsecsecees LOG 
A left side view of an imperfect cast. Nat. size. Mr. James's collection. 
An anterior view of same. 
AMBONYCHIA (MEGAPTERA) ALATA.......... been ces snsssssonsersnenunennunnee LOL 
A right side view of an imperfect specimen. Nat. size Mr. James’s collection. 
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Fig. 1. CYRTOLITES COSTATURB LEN LIE ZZ EEK CHO eRe EE DHOH COG SCHEHHS TEILE ESEEFTET TEE 150 


la. A side view of a specimen with the shell partly removed, so as to expose the internal cast 
embedded in the matrix. 

1b. Enlargement of a part of the sarface, to show the minute transverse stris between the re- 
volving cost. 

lc. Outline protile. to show the form of a section of the volution near the aperture. Mr. 
James's collection. 

1d. A side view of another specimen, somewhat flattened by lateral pressure, and diff ring 
from the other in baving no large cross ribs. This u» ay possibly be distinct from the 
other. Found by Mr Klippart. 

le. An enlargement of surface markings of same. 


CYRTOLITES DYERT ......000 cesccecee ccncceccs are IS enenon cesses cocsees be nue ann ane cece 149 


Side view. Natural size. 

Profile view. Natural size. 

Side view of same, enlarged to show surface markings. 

Side view of another specimen with slightly wider volutions, and somewhat different sur- 
Jace markings. 

A profile outline of same. Mr. Dyer's collection. 
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CYRTOLITES ORNATUS cccccccce covcecece cscseccce concen cooccvce: cecece ccs nennen nennen 148 


A side view, natural size, of a gutta-percha cast taken from anatural mould. Mr. James's 
collection. 
Enlarged surface markings of same. 
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CYRTOLITES (MICROCERAS) INORNATUS... sen aan onnonn cesses conscecce snscceeeses 147 


Side view. Mag. 6 diameters. 
Profile view. Mag. 6 diameters. 


a 


CYCLONEMA BILIX. Beoeve seveosee PU HRS eunase one U‘ CHCOSH GCHEOFOR CHEHHHE EHE GHOSE var 151 


A side view of the typical form of the species. 
Enlargement of surface markings of same. 

A ventricose variety, with marks of growth very obscure. 
Variety lata, possibly a distinct species. 

Another view of same. 

A much elongated variety. 
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PLEUROTOMARIA (SCALITES ? ) TROPIDOPHORA 2.2... anunen snonnnens cos cesses ces 154 


A side view of a specimen enlarged 2 diameters. 
An opposite view of same. 
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CYCLORA MINUTA...... veces nenne wees secces seceos cacces ccccas cecces sonen coves sonccccss LOZ 


View of under side. Magnified 6 diameters. 

Same view of another specimen, with ip more spreading near umbilicus. Magnified 6 
iameters. 

Side aud aperture view. Magnified as above. 

Same view of another specimen. 

An opposite viow of same. 
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ORTHOCERAS ORTONT .cscscccoccscoccos sconces socccccse ace coccscces cre sccccs sosccssesce LOD 


A side view of an imperfect apecimen, somewhat flattened by accidental pressure. Mr. 
Dyer’s collection. 


Fig. 


Fig. 9. TROCHOCERAS ? BaERI 0000000085 HE 0008 HE B 500 EB H HE BO DB 2B ECE SPUTHSS ua 0085000 90069 R0 O08 187 
A side view of an imperfect specimen. Dr. Baer's collection. 
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PAGR. 
Fig. 1. CYTHERE CINCINNATIENSIS....cccc. soccssces csssenece sreseseee senennnnanse snenen nee 108 
la. A de view. Magnified about 3% diamsters. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 
1b. A dorsal view of same specimen. 
le. A lateral view of a large spesimen. Magnified 3 diameters. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 
Id. A dorsal view of same. 
Fig. 2. DALMANITES CARLEYI ccccccces cecece nennen sesces cesses coscesassces cesses cossesseecee 170 
2a. Cephalic shield. Nat. size. Mr. James's collection. 
28. Same, maguifieıl. 
2c. ‘The visual surface of one of the eyes, magnified. 
2d. Pygidium, probably of the same species, found asso siated. 
Fig. 3 ACIDASPIS CINCINNATIENSIS ..cccc cesses ceases sceeee coecececs coeecsers sesesesee sees 167 
Pygidium and a part of one of the thoracic segments. Drawn natural size. Mr. Dyer's 
collection. 
Fig. 4. ACIDABPIB ...c0. cestecece ananennanene epevescce aussen seeseeeee Geeeeaues cosues sneeens beceeee 169 
A right movable cheek, inside view. Nat. size. Probably belongs to A. Cincinnatiensis. 
Fig. 5. ACIDASPIS ..cccccecese cescssascocsenses ensure anansn seeccececceceescreece coceeceacecece LOY 


A left inovable cheek, apparently of another species, from a higher position ia the scries. 
Mr. O'Neall’s collection. 


Figs G and 7. ACIDASPIS ......00. csscee sono sense ses seceesee teers seetes sesseeces costes cecseesesesecee LOY 


Fig. 6 representa a glabella with the fixed cheeks, nat. size; and fig. 7 the same parts, 
with the fixed cheeks mainly broken away. These may belong to two species. Both 
nat. size. Mr. James's cullection. 


Figs. Sand 9. ACIDASPIS CERALEPTA ? .....cecececess cecces sonececss coscccees secceecaccsecesssseeees 169 


Fig. 8. A pygidium apparently without digitations bet ween the two spines. 

Fig. 9 differs in having 6 digitations between the two spines, These may belong to dis- 
tinct speeies, but they seem to be the same as those for which the above specific name 
was proposed by Mr. Authouy. Both are drawn natural size. Mr. James's collection. 


Fig. 10. ACIDASPIS CROSOTUS ......+.0+ Knensnsnernsenersnanenunesn cee cocsccsscececeseseeceees JOD 


10 a. A nearly perfe t specimen. magnified about 4 diame‘ers. It has the exIremities of the 
pleurw broken away, ad does not show the margins of the cheeks, the supposed out- 
lines of which are indicated by dotted lines, without any attempt to show the digita- 
tions of the margins. Dr Mi fer's collection. 

10b. A would of the exterior of another specimen, apparently of this species. Magnified 

- about 4 diameters. Mr. James's cullection. 


Fig. 11. CERAURUS ICARUS @eeeess OFF CHS 05 OR OD EU CEH HO FHF OEE TU EHE OOF OHH dee COR CHA BEE. © Dee ne 162 


il a. A large, nearly perfect specimen. Mrs. Haines’s « olleetion. 

11. A lateral view of a nearly entire apecimen of smaller size, rolled up. Mr James's coilec- 
tion. 

llc. A view from above of the cephalic shield of same. 


Fig. 12. PROETUS SPURLOCKI ...cccce cesses cceces concee seseee ces coseeenen co see cue soseen cesses 161 


Fig. 13. ASAPHUS (ISOTELUS) MEGISTOS P.. en nen sesecseee secvesere conveecscees snnsnnenn nee LOY 
A voung, en ire specimen. 


Fig. 14. CALYMENE SENARIA BOSC Se BROS SABES Ben FHT BARK CCH CEST CE CHORSCSH CHE CoH BOO Cee SOT OAR Be Ose BOR 173 


14 a. A view ot cephalic shield and a part of tbe thorax uf an unusually fine, perfect sp. cimen. 
Mr. Shaffer’s collection. 

14D. A lateral view of same. 

14 c. An anterior view of same; also showing the pygidium, and the posterior part of thorax. 

14d. A specimen showing an inside view of the labrum or hypostome, in place, with an inuer 
view of the rostral shield, and on each aside of the latter a little of the margin of the 
cheeks. All maguitied 2 diameters. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 

14e. An outside view of the labrum. Magnified 2 diameters. Mr. Dyer’s collection. 

14 f. An internal view of two of the body segments, nearly natural size, to show the curious 
inflected margins of the free ends of the plourz, as seen from below. 
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PLATE XV. 


TRIPLESIA ORTONI......... nn. os nnsanensnun ceases sectes eeatee nen oeenes eeneeeees oes en 


A dorsal view of a specimen with the anterior part of the valves broken away. 

A side view of the same. . 

A dorsal valve, with the anteriorjand portions of the lateral margins broken away. 

A posterior view of a portion of the two valves somewhat compressed accidentally, show- 
ing the area and small foramen of the ventral valve. \ 

A lateral view of an iuwperfect specimen. 

Interior of an imperfect ventral valve, showing the hinge teeth, foramen, etc. 

A fragment of the dorsal valve, turned up 80 as to show the full length of the bifid cardinal 


process. 
A side view of the same, turned as the curvature of the beak would direct the cardinal 


process. 

An ioner view of the same part of another specimen, with the cardinal process partly 
broken away, and the remains of the brachial processes secn on each side. 

A part of the ventral valve, including the beak and most of the area, turned so aa to show 
the projection of the hinge teetb beyond the hinge line. 

An ideal section of the two valves uuited, showing how the long cardinal process projects 
wi hin the cavity of the ventral valve. 


MERISTELLA (MERISTINA ?) CYLINDRICA....-sssccecseet nanenene secceceesreees 


View of ventral valve of a large specimen, much flattened on each side. 


Dorsal view of same 
Lateral view of same. . 
A dorsal view of a smaller specimen, less flattened on each side. 


RHYNCHONELLA NEGLECTA : -.n...00 nenn 4ER 8 a0 ET 


Ventral view of a large gibbous specimen. 
Dorsal view of same. 

Lateral view ef same. 

Granulations of the surface, magnified. 


LITUITES? ORTONT 2.20: :..... Lennon savececcevecnsecee SG sacceccccccecscccusence seeeee 
Side view of internal cast, natural size. 


180 


179 


186 


ILLZNUS INSIGNIS er BOO See SHHOHS DER Fe peseanasds Done THESSHEHROES Dann ne CHCHEHR SES DE 189 


Dorsal view of a nearly entire internal cast ; only the lateral portions of the cheeks and 
ts of the plearw being imperfect. The head is beat dowuwar |, so as not to show its 
entire length, as seen from above. 
A side view of same. 
A separate head ef another individual. 
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PLATE XVI. 


PAGE. 
TRIMERELLA ÖÜHIOENSIS ....ccccc uonennane socccccce ccccccccc coccceccsccsccces cocseccee LSD 


Cast of interior, side views. Nat. size. 
Ventral view of internal cast of same. 
A posterior view of cast of same. 
Dorsal view of same. 


TRIMERELLA GRANDIS .cccccces ER 060000 COGSTHHHTS SHSHETHESOE DU HEH HH HE HH EU HEHE GESCEOCEES ae 182 


A posterior view of internal cast of the original typical specimen, belonging to the Mu- 
seum of the Canadian Geolo,ical Survey, and figured for comparison with fig. 1 e. 
A dorsal view of same, for comparison with 1 d. 


PLATYOSTOMA TRIGONOBSTOMA 0669500000 90009009 000600 000 20096509 99H HH HSCS PORT ER RR 185 


View of upper side of cast. 
View of under side of oast. 
View of upper side of a amaller specimen. 
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PLATE XVII. 


XENOPHORA ? ANTIQUA cosccccec cecccsees cass cecccase eoees beac cescccece aes ences veces . 221 


Profile or side view, showing strongly depressed spire, and sharply angular periphery. 
at. size. 

Under side of same. 

Profile of another specimen. 

Upper side of same, showing very oblique cost: obscurely indicated on the cast. 

Upper side of the same apecimen represented by figures 1a, b, and c. 


LEPERDITIA ALTA 2. .sccccce scccce cencccece nennen ceases as eeeeene sececaces arena cess „ 187 


Left valve, magnified 2 diameters. 
Right valve, probably of same species, also magnified 2 diameters. 


The concentric lines on both figures are only intended to represent shading, the figures 
being origiualiy intended to be engraved in lines only. 
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PLATE XVIII. 


PAGE. 
PTILODICTY A (STICTOPORA) GILBERTI......... ccsccccce caccscess socvcesse cosseece 194 


A piece of this fossil as seen lying in the matrix. Nat. size. 

Another specimen of same. 

A fragment of one of the branches, much enlarged, to show the pores with their slightly 
raised margins, aud the linear ridges betwren the rows of pures (8. 8). It #180 shows 
(at a) the transversely striated lamina or axis, ex by ths removal of the poriferous 
part of that side; while at (¢) the impression «f the oppusite poriferous side is seen in 

© matrix. 


PriLoDICcTYA SEER OHSET CESK RD BEE GE OH HE MR GASH EU Hu SHHRHSTSHS BER EEE UT ERBE OT CE SHEETS VD ERBE BUSHEL e 195 


A part of abroad expansion several inches in size, consisting of the mesial, wrinkled 
and striated lamina of a species apparently of this genus, and retaining, at places, some 
remains of the outer poriterous layer, differing little, if any, in the size and arrangement 
of the pores, and other surface characters, from the last: 
SANGUINOLITES ? SANDUSKYENSIS .......0. seseoscssscesssccscsccsence corseecss cosvesese DUD 


View of left side of a cast. Nat. size. 


SOLEMYA VETUSTA......... Kasnenenn cen ntnensnen seseneees cenececee seaees tee sn cneeeeees 206 
Left view of an internal cast, retaining some fragments of the thin shell. 


CLINOPISTHA ANTIQUA. ..c00 ann Se cecs secees anne seccccee see cecccccsscccecscessess LUG 


Left side view of a partly exfoliated specimen, showing remains of the ligament uu the 
shorter side at (1) . 
Posterior view of same. 


AVICULOPECTEN PARILIB ?....0. ccscee cccnes coseencee coeees ee eees cece eoeeeseee oes .. 197 
View of left valve. 
Auother or same, uf larger size. 

Lucina (PARACYCLAS) OHIOENSIB...... weeeneeee en nenn nanenn sbenececs sececvace cee 199 


A small specimen. Nat, size. 
A larger individual, differing in form, but probably the same species. Its posterior dorsal 
margin is broken away, aud restored in outline. 


RHYNCHONELLA CAROLINA ccseeess ecaccaccecsscece ces eeceseeee cecnvcceccsscessssees 196 


Dorsal view ot a small specimen. 

Veutral view of same. 

Dorsal view of a larger individual. 

Ventral view of same. (Tho mesial fold should be more defined iu this figure.) 
Profile of same. 


CONOCARDIUM QOHIOENSE...... Kensssanussn nensnssonennensuerannsnnennerans wesssecee 203 
Side view of a specimen defective at anterior basal margin. 
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PLATE XVII. 


PAGE. 
PTILODICTYA (STICTOPORA) GILBERTI ......... cssessess coccacecs cossccscacscccene 194 


A piece of this fossil as seen lying in the matrix. Nat. size. 

Another specimen of same. . 

A fragment of one of the branches, much enlarged, to show the pures with their lightly 
raised margins, and the linear ridges hetw: en the rows of pures (s. #.). It aloo shows 
(at a) the transversely striated lamina or axis, ex by th+ rem oval of the puriferous 
part of that side; while at (i) the impression «f the oppusite poriferous side is seen in 

© matrix. 


PriLODICTYA COnenensne BEST HB ASH 00000 SHORT E00 POSTTEST SE FOUR UFER LOTTO LE DR VD On‘ 195 


A part of a broad expansion several inches in size, consisting of the mesial, wrinkled 
and striated lawina of a species apparently of this yenus, and retaining, at places, some 
remains of the outer poritrrous layer, ditfering little, if any, in the aize and arrangement 
of the pores, and other surface characters, from the last: 
SANGUINOLITES ? SANDUSKYENSIS 0.00000. sosscossovecesssssccesscone sosereres esacseecs DUD 


View of left side of a cast. Nat. size. 


SOLEMYA VETUSTA .cccccecs coscccees coos ene ccse aucccsecs sosnccses succes ann nen sauren LUG 
Left view of an internal cast, retaining some fragmenta of the thin shell, 


CLINOPISTHA ANTIQUA ...ec0 nenne ces von cecces cecece ces vevece see vevencees wecces seceees 208 


Left side view of a partly exiuliated specimen, showing remains of the ligament vu tbe 
shorter aide at (}) . 
Posterior view of same. 


AVICULOPECTEN PARILIS ? 0.2... nern eee van pecacccce eccces coccce casecs ccerescceccsene LOE 
View of left valve. 
Auother ot same, of larger size. . 

LUCINA (PARACYCLAS) OHIOENSIS...... cescccece coves cence sennonnen consscece nen LOD 


A small specimen. Nat, size. 
A larger individual, differing in form, but probably the same species. Its posterior dorsal 
margin is broken away, aud restored ın outline. 


RHYNCHONELLA CAROLINA cosccccoecsseeccceees sn... eececeees sasssnsonseneunenneen 196 


Dorsal view ot a small specimen. 

Ventral view of same. 

Dorsal view of a larger individual. 

Ventral view of same. (Tho mesial fold should be more defined iu this figure.) 
Profile of same. 


CoNOCARDIUM OHIOENSE...... ceccncccetes concn cccccccescccsscccecscscscccccnccsess DUD 
Side view of a specimen defective at anterior basal margin. 
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PLATE XIX. 


PAGE. 
ISONEMA HUMILIS cccees coccec -ccccevcs ccccsves cece cccceccecscecees se ccenccssccecacece. 214 


View of the upper side of a specimen consisting mainly of a cast of the interior, with 
portions of the shell attached. 

A profile view of the same, showing the broad, flattened inner top (at !) partly covered by 
the rock filling the aperture. 

A view of the upper side of another specimen retaining the shell, and showing the aur- 
face markings. 


CYCLONEMA CRENULATA cccccccccccccaccccecccscccccssececsses nern sececacccce 913 


Side view. Nat. size. 
Sa ne, magnified. 
Vie v showi £ the aperture. Nat. size. 
Same, magnified. 
EUOMPHALUS DECEWI «0.00. -ccccecccsce ssetsccsccecceccecesecessscssseceesceseccses 2) 
View of upper side of a ver; large, fine specimen Nat. size. 
Profile of same, with its under side attached to the matrix. 
N ATICOPSIS LEVIS. .ccccccccecccnccceee venceetee censceseucceccees ceases cencesecsensccecs 215 
Dorsal side view. Nat. size 
View of opposite side, showing aperture. 
TROCHONEMA TRICARINATA ccccecceces cescecesoes etn cee coe cee ceveesceecencceaseees 218. 
Dorsal side view. Nat. size. 
View of opposite side, showing form of aperture, the large umbilicus, etc. 
MURCHISONIA OBSOLET Aw... ..cccssst cee cee cee cee sec censeccscesccescesese cesses cssssscee 218 


Aperture—side view. Nat. size. 
Dorsal side view. 
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PLATE XX. 


PAGR 
EvOMPHALUS DECEWI............ seeeseses nenne ea ceccccarcoescccses unenenn senscess DOU 
A view of the upper side of a medium-sized specimen, as seen lying in the matrix. 


PLATYCERAS ATTENUATUM....-- 208 SOSH OH SE 0080 CESSES CHEK SS SECRSERHD PaReeaSeE Sewer ee 9212 


An internal cast, showing little nodes that u.cupied depressivus uu the luner surface, 
correspending to suriace spines. 
A different view of another spocimen, also an internal cast. 


ORTHONEMA NEWBERRYI ......000 covscceve ccocccces cocccc neuen cecvescce nennen euere OLE 
Dorsal side view. Natural size. : 
Same magnified, to show sur ace markings. ‚ 


- ? 
BELLEROPHON NEWBERRYI na ecsccsece 222 


Side view of a specimen with the lip bruncu uwa,. 
A dorsal view of same, showing tbe fine curved atrie, and very narrow dorsal band. 


BELLEROPHON PROPINQUUS CHOTOESOH CEES BT EEE SHH HTE LETTER ET EHE DESHES RT 0000000 S26 226 


A specimen seen lying in the matrix so a3 te expose tuo apurture aud tas thickened 
lip spread over the umbilicus on each side as well as the stronger and less curved 
strise than those seen on fig. 4. 


PLEUROTOMARIA LUCINA?......... Seecu eens serene ceseweene crete seeceeeen snecnesers . 226 
A specimen consisting of a cast of the imweriur, with portions of the vory thin sbell at- 
tached. 


PLATYCERAS MULTISPINOSUM  ...0.. cccoce cecceccas scacesces eesescoce cvstceues une 210 


An internal cast, showing irregularities correspuudiug tw the spines uf tie oxterivr, some 
remains of the bases of which are seen in a part of the matrix remaining atiached to 
the left side of the specimen. (‘This figure is defective, in having the n 

the Position of apines too much like pits, and very much too scattering.) 

A profile view of another specimen ; a cast of the interior, with a li tle of the shell 
user the apex remaining. It is not turned so a« to show the greatest length uf the 

ell. 
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Fig. 1. 


PLATE XXI. 


GYROCERATITES ? INELEGANS ......... + Kannsonı covceunns coe oc eeen sescevene oe See 
A cast of the interior, reduced about % diameter in size. 


Gralogical Survey of Ohio, 
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PLATE XXII. 


GY ROCERATITES OQHIOENBIG ...cccece cccces coccse cecsee cesses cocese sovece cocece cosece 230 
A side view of a natural cast. Natural size. 


Geological Survey of Obie. 
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Fig. 
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DALMANITES OQHIOENSIS.....c0c0 ccsees cosessces cesce sus coess u nnsonnnan cocees ences .. 234 
Pygidium drawn from a gutta-percha csst taken in a natural mould. 

CyYRTOCERATITES OHIOENSE .ccscscce SOCCHSFC EEE SHHOKSCEEHSE PER AH DET EHE TH SHEET CE eece 229 


A side view of an internal cast, with portions of the shell attached, and both extremities 
breken away. 
A ventral view of the name. 
PROETUS PLANIMARUINATUS ALELZEE ZELLEN ZZ HE ELLE ELLE ZEILE ZI eeeeeeees sone ss He0 CO 233 


A side view of a cast of the pygidium. 
A view of same from above, 


CoNULARIA ELEGANTUL A. cccccscee eeeevece vu 0008 SESE 290800800 nun 00 CA 2089 900229 200 cf 228 
A view of a part of the shell as seen lying in the matrix. 
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PLATE XXIV. 


PAGR. 
Fig. 1. MACROPETALICHTHYS SULLIVANTI. Newh.........scccsccccsovcccecnsccsnsesce 204 
View of under side of cranial plates. Natural size. 
Corniferous limestone, Sandusky, Ohio. 
The specimen from which this drawing was made belongs to Dr. A. H. Agard, of Sandusky. 
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PLATE XXV. 
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Fig. 1. MACROPETALICHTHYS SULLIVANTI. N@wh......... sees cose cortee ceress coneee 24 
de view of cranium, external surface. 
la. Group of dermal tubercles enlarged to twice natural size. 
Fig. 2. MACH ERACANTHUS MAJOB. Ne@wh.......00.. csscecee covcee crsccesos vocces ace see OU 


Natural size. 
2a. Section ef same. 


All from the Corniferous limestone, Sandusky, Ohio. 
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ONYCHODUS SIGMOIDES. Newb. ......000 ccccsscrscnscsces sonsunann sensennenonenen nee LOD 
Fig. 1. Inter-mandibular crest with three teeth, natural size, from same individual as mandible, 
Plate XXVII., Fig. 1. 
Fig. 2. Detached tooth of mandibular crest. Natural size. 
Fig. 3. Inter-mandibular creat with six of the seven teeth in position. This creat belongs with man- 
dibles 4 and 5, 


Fig. 4. Exterior face of right mandible of a small individual. 
4a. Transverse section of the same. 


Fig. 5. Exterior face of left mandible belonging with Fig. 4. 
All from the Corniferous limestone, Delaware, Obio. 
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PLATE XXVII. 
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ON YCHODUS BIGMOIDES. Newb ......... ssosccees secscecee sunuen sonuonnen soccscses ses 29 
Fig.1. Mandible, inside view. 
1a. Scale, inside. 
td. Scale, outside, showing exposed and cevered portions of surface; outline restored. 
le. Surface of scale enlarged to show ornamentation. 


Fig.2 Mandible, outside view, showing ornamented surface and three of the series of large teeth 
embraced in the symphysis of the jaw nearly in position. 
2 a. Dermal surface of mandible enlarged. 


All except 1 oe and 2 # natural size. Corniferous limestone, Delaware, Ohio. 
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Fig. 1. RAYNCHODUS SECANB. N@WDi......cc css cccecs secescses coccssece cossecece secsesces GLO 
Upper ? tooth, showing worn cutting edge. Natural size. 
1a. Vertical section of Fig. 1, one-third the distance from front. 
Fig. 2. RITYNCHODUS FRANGENS, NO@WD.......0.ccccce sense coscosses sosvscees cosssscnses OIL 
External face of left! lower? mandibular tooth. Natural size. 
2a. Triturating surface of Fig. 2 
Fig. 3. RHYNCHODUS FRANGENS, NeOWD...... scscccscrcscsercscesccccsscccscscce sccsesse SLL 
Interior face of anterior crown portion of tooth similar to Fig. 2. 
Fig. 4. RHYNCHODUS SECANS. Newb ...... cccccsccesee sosccccn cenescees cosscccce sosesssce GLO 


Tooth ? 
All from Corniferous limestone, Delaware, Ohio. 
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Fig. 1. RHYNCHODUS BECANR, Newb ........ ccccee cecece coscse ssceee one sseececes sessseces GLO 
Upper mandibular tooth. 
1a. Outline of anterior angle of upper mandibular tooth worn by use. 
1b. Another form of the same. 
te. Another form of the same. 
Fig. 2. RHYNCHODUS SECANS. Newb...... .cccccece cossesces cesses seeccesosacsees soesssees GLO 
Lower mandibular tooth. 
2a. Outline of anterior angle of another tooth, somewhat worn. 
Fig. 3. RHYNCHODUS CRASSUS. NO@WD.....0.00 cecoes cscseeceence oe coecee covtescesescseeee GLE 
Lower ! mandibular tooth considerably worn, seen from the inside, showing triturating 
8 ace. 
Fig. 4. LIOGNATHUS SPATULATUB. Ne@WD.......00 0. cesses secece nennen cooseeces sonssenee SUG 
Mandible, interior face. 
Fig. 5. CYRTACANTHUS DENTATUS. NO@WD......cc000 ccocesces cvcsee non ccccensoscnsseveee BOT 
Fig. 6. MACH ERACANTHUS PERACUTUS, N@WD.q.....00. ccssceces costes cesses ern nennen SOD 


6a. Section of the same. 
All natural size. Originals from Corniferous limestone, Sandusky and Delaware, Ohio. 
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DINICHTHYS HERTZERI. NEWD.........0c0ccccese sesces nennen cevces cesses sonne ann OLG 
Fig 1. Mandible showing interior face, one-third natural size, linear. Original two feet in length. 
Fig. 2. External face of Fig. 1, one-third natural size. 
From concretions in Huron Shale, Delaware, Ohio. 
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PLATE XXXI. 


Dixicntuys HERTZERI. NOW)... 0.0 ccccecces coc cen cer ceene nen sonen nennen nen GLO 
Fix. 1. Premaxillary tooth of left side; lateral view. 
Fig. 2. Vertical view of Fig. 1. 
Fig. 3. Teeth from central portion of mandible. 
All natural size. Huron{Shale, Delaware and Monroeville, Ohio. 
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Een nn ~ ET re Sinan & Son wth aime 





PLATE XXXII. 


PAGE, 
DINICHTHYS HERTZERI. NEWD......cc coccccccnsccccsccces cocsccses cocscssescceses GLO 


Fig. 1. Dorso-median plate, external surface 
la. Transverse section through middle of plate, one-eighth natural size. Original twenty-three 
nches bro. 


Fig. 2. Internal face of dorso-median plate showing strong median keel, one-eighth natural size. 
Fig. 3. Perspective view of interior surface of dorso-median plate, one-fourth natural size, linear. 
From Huron Shale, near Avon Point, Lorain County, Ohio. 
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PLATE XXXITI. 


DINICHTHY8 HERTZERI. Newb....... [UK KEITH TEN TITTEN KIT EF ELITE TI EHI TE III 316 
Fig. 1. Posterior portion of cranium, exterior surface, about one-third natural size, linear. 
Fig. 2. Posterior portion of cranium, interior view, one-third natural size, linear. 


The largest specimen found of the cranium of Dinichthys Hertzeri ia twenty-four inches wide near its 
posterior extremity. 


Huron Shale, Sheffield, Lorain County, Ohio. 
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DINICHTHYS HERTZERI. NO@WD......0c cecces ccvovcce: coscecces soventecsscesssecess OLG 
Supra-scaj.nlar of right side, interior face, one-fifth natural size, linear. 
. Anterior edye of Fig. 1. 
Supra-scapular of left side, interior face, one-fifth natural size, linear. 
. Exterior face of Fig. 2, 


Os articular capitis of right side (right posterior angle of head), exterior face, one-fifth natu- 
ral size. 
. Interior face of Fig. 3. 
. Posterior edge of Fig. 3, profile view, showing articulation with Fig. 1a. 
Oz articulare capitis of left side, interior face, one-fifth natural size, from same individual 
as Figs. 2 and 3. 


All from Huron Shale, Shefticld, Lorain County, Ohio. 
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Fig. i. A SPIDICHTHYS CLA VATUS, Newb COR Dera as DAOE OE E20 HHOEEODEe Omar Beets Tune thane? 


Dorsoanedian shield. one fourth natural size, linear. (Size of incomplete plate, seventeen by 
thirteen inches ) 
Huron Shale, Delaware, Obio. 


Fig. 2. ASPIDICHTH YS CLAVATUS, NCOWD cccccccce coscecces concecese conscses cneeeecsces Deed 
Portion of dorsal shield drawn natural size, to show tubercilation. 
Huron Shale, Delaware Ohio. 
Fig. 3. CENACANTIIUS VETUSTUB. NGWD ..ccceces cecceeees sonne cotereces nern nen ses OU 


Side view, natural size. 
8Satu 3d. Scetious of sane, 


Huron Shale, Shettield, Lorain County, Obio. 
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PLATE XXXVI. 


HAGE. 
Fig. 1. CTENACANTHUB TRIANGULARIS. Newb....... ni Sannssonsnon snunensnsren 329 


Lateral surface. 
1 a. Poesterior face. 
1b. Section. 
All natural size. 
Waverly, Oil Creek, Penn. 


Fig. 2. CTENACANTHUS FORMOBUS, NO@WD....cc.0. cssccsccossces coesescccceseesscssesees OLS 


ne a na magited 
a. Posterior 0 enticles 

2b. Lateral surface magnified. 

Waverly, Vanceburgh, Ky. 


Fig. 3. CTENACANTHUS MARSHI. Newb .......0..00ccscee severe cesses onssse ses cccssenes SLO 


Lateral surface. 
3a. Posterior face, natural size. 
3b. Section. 
Coal Measures, Zanesville, Ohio. 
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Fig. 1. GYRACANTHUS COM PRESSUS. Newb...... “n.o.... 000000 0008 9m 006 sun 000 GBR OH HESS 250 330 
Lateral surface. 
1a, 1b. Sections of the same. 
Fig. 2. “ GYRACANTHTUS COMPRESSUS. NeO@wh...........ccscssces csc ccescs son sesecesce een OOO 
Fragment of a large specimen from Dearborn, Indiana, lgteral surface. 
2a. Posterior face of same. 
2b. Section of same. 
Fig. 3. GYRACANTHUS ALLENI. Ne@wD...... cccccccce cccscece cscccecccecessecse soceas eee GOL 


Lateral surface, 
3a. Posterior face. 
3b. Anterior face, showing exposed and inserted portions. 
3c, 3d. Sections of same. 


Figs. 1 and 3 from Cuyahoga Shale (Waverly), Bagdad, Medina County, Ohio. 
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Fig. 1. PALZONISCUS PELTIGERUS. NeOWD.......s000 sccoscens sossscce sossnsces cossscecs GAD 
la, 1b. Scales of same, 

Fig. 2. EURYLEPIS TUBERCULATUB. Newb. ..sesssoscenonsuonnn nennen snonsn croves seeees 350 
2a, 2b. Scales of same, enlarged. 
2c. Cranial plates of same, enlarged to show ornamentation. 

Fig. 3. EURYLEPIS TUBERCULATUS. NO@WD.....cccoss cssccsece cocsccece sssccsccs cosseeses GOO 

Another individual. 

3a. Scale, enlarged. 

Fig. 4. EURYLEPIS CORRUGATUS. N@WD......cccc ccccccces snornanen ccecsecee sonenanen ces SOU 
4a. Scale of same. 

Fig. 5. Tail of a Crustacean. 


All from Cannel Coal forming bottom of Coal Seam No. 6, Linton, Jefferson County, Ohio. 





Geological Srrve 


p Ohio, 





CARBONIFEROUS, (Coal Measuren.) PLATE 38, 
la. 
Ib. 
\ 
+ 
2». 
4 
f 
| 2 2a. ° 
\ FIT —- ar yA 
} r 3 
N van 
N 





N 
| 





Ze. 





{a 





TYGardret da, 


The Sinclair & Son, ith. Phila 


Fig. 1. 
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EURYLEPIS OVOIDEUS., NewD......... @eeeetaeGae 270 EHE BE B DD BEE TED RO RE BR BE BES PERS HE HH 008 
Natural size. 
EURYLEPIS INSCULPTUS. Newb......... LIKE TREE T ET EEE SEELE ENTE HIT E KENT TEEN TH) 


Natural size. 
Scale of same, enlarged to show ornamentation. 


EURYLEPIS MINIMUS, NO@W)....cccce csccccccecs svecscece csccsccce covcccces socccsece 
Natural size. 


EURYLEPIS ORNATISSIMUS. Newb [III ET KEN TEFE KT TEN U ET ET EINER EKT EEE CeBeeeses 
Natural size. 


. Scale of same, enlarged. 


EUR YLEPIS GRANULATUS. Newb....... RO et ese 05092009 PERF EHE ECO [-—o—n— 
Natural size. 


. Scale of same, enlarged. 


RHIZODUS ANGUSTUS. Newb ....00 cscccsces anne senannann nennen coves nunann conses 
Portion of Jaw with attached teeth, natural size. 

EURYLEPIS LINEATUS. Newb ...... 200000000 anannn sunonnunnnn -onunanne seston annann 
Natural size. 


. Scale of same, enlarged. 


RHIZODUS QUADRATUB, Newb...... cccecs ceccceccs sonsnunnenanuna sence sannen veces 
Scale, natural size. 

RHIZOPUS LANCIFER. ewb........ cece oececees sevececes cocccs coerce secees nennen 
Tooth, natural size. , 


All from Cannel Coal forming hase of Coal Seam No. 6, Linton, Jefferson County, Ohio. 
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C&hLACANTHUS ELEGANS, NewDb...co.. "oa oR LP HESS TEE OT LEE DE VE OEL ED DO TORE 


Jugular plate of same. 
Scales enlarged to show ornamentation. 
Cranial plate of C. eegane. 


. Operculum of same. 


ÖtELACANTHUS ROBUSTUS. Newb.. “ERS SHEE EHO HH OHHH OF ATT THS nS LEO KO BO TEE CE BOK EH CRO SO 


Jugular plate, natural size 
Scale, showi ig ornamentatioa of exposed and covered portions of surface, natural size. 


MEG ALICHTHYS, Agass...... “mu 00608 25 1 00 SEE 3 ER SSTHHEE se cr HSH aH SHV EEE TH OHH SH EB HH HG O08 
Seale, natural size. 


. Another acale of same. 


ÖRTHACA NTHUS A RCUATUS, NOWD....c0ccceces sees *eF2 FORO De CEE HEER ES Ge 508 OT eR OR ae Se 


~ 


Spine, showing one row of denticles. 
Section of same, natural size. 


JOMPSACANTHUS LAVI«. Newb OSCR HORSES OVCSSC TSU S IE ERTL II EU EEE eevee Ses Sse sesoetea 


Section of same, natural size. 


All from Coal No. 6, Linton. Jefferson County, Ohio. 
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Fig. 1. ANTHOLITHES PITCAIRNIZ? Ly and H..secscccccsscsccececnsoes cet onen ses 


Fig. 2. ANTHOLITHES ? 00.0. .cscacsosccsscnsecseescsencerescesecentecessesceseseeceees secsctece seensese 


With last, and probably more mature state. 
Youngstown, Ohio. 


Fig. 3. ANTHOLITHES PRISCUS. NOWD......ccse0 csssesees scessesee cosene sonsccece nassen 
From over Coal No. 1, Youngstown, Ohio. 


Fig. 4. CARDIOCARPON. Brongt .....0.0. ssscacses coosecees cossecces sconce sonseseos possesses 


Stems bearing Cardiocarpa, associated with Cordaites. 
From over Coal No. 1, Youngstown, Ohio. 


Fig. 5. POLYSPORIA MIRABILIS. Newb... .... cccssces cecece coscesees coves consansvoees 


Cone, showing arrangement of sporangia. 
5a. Detached sporangium, containing microspores 


Fig. 6. POLYSPORTA MIRABILIS. N@WD.......00 cescccees snseeees evtseseee cocsescee nase 
Summit of cone surrounded by a mass of spores, escaped from the sporangia. 


Root of Coal No. 1. Tallmadge, Summit County, Ohio. 
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Fig. 1. TRIGONOCARPON TRILOCULARE. Hildreth........ seavcceccerececcesscesoncces GOL 
Showing the wings. 
Fig. 2. TRIGONOCARPON TRICUSPIDATUM. Newb.......... non cccccccsscecscsecereees BOB 
Complete nut. 
Fig. 3 TRIGONOCARPON TRICUSPIDATUM. Newh ..-...... 0... annessnosenseenerurnee BOB 
Nucleus of nut. 
Fig. 4. TRIGONOCARPON TRICUSPIDATUM. Ne@WD ......00. secccsseccrscrerececcssses OB 
Another specimen. Nucleus of nut. 
Fig. 5. TRIGONOCARPON «c.ccescncesccscssccsces sesssunsnssnunsansnunsnnnnenensnenensuenssenne SOD 
Portion of rind of drupaceous fruit which enclosed Trigonocarpon. Flower end. 
Fig. 6. TRIGONOCARPON .....ccc. senanonon seccecoes cocees cosscsees sescscees casepscsssnsessescss OOO 
Same, showing impression of stem. 
Fig. 7. TRIGONOCARPON ORNATUM. Newb................ NPRFRERRER ccscceceresececses SOG 
7a. Basal end of Fig. 7. 
Fig. 8. TRIGONOCARPON MULTICARINATUM. N@W)Das.-sccccccecscersccecccsecsceseses SOG 
8a. Upper end of Fig. 8. 
Fig. 9, TRIGONOCARPON sn 020080 0000 0 RE TETROERLU SESSHSHRORKEKETOHSHESHHESTRECESEHFOSCESELEHR EFT FEB EAS 366 
Nat inclosed in drupaceous fruit. 
Fig. 10. TRIGONOCARPON acenecsae @easecoenee OP SHOPHRHOHHSETASHESCSTESHSHORESHO SHREK HOEEROL EEE su. oes sen ee 366 
Tnclosed in drupaceous fruit. 
Fig. 11. TRIGONOCARPON MAGNUM. NeWD.....0.sccsssccessscerevssrsgecececsserecssees SOD 
11a. Basal end of same. 
Sandstone over Coal No. 6, Coshocton, Ohio. 
Fig. 12. TRIGONOCARPON BERTHOLLETIFORME. FOster..........ssecesccesevesereees GOD 
12 a. Another view of same. 
Coal Measures, Zanesville, Ohio, 
Fig. 13. TRIGONOCARPON TRILOCULARE. Hildreth..........cccssssssssesseseresessess 367 
13 a. Basal view of same. 


All figures on this plate natural size. 
Figs. 1, 7, 8 and 13 from Conglomerate, Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio. Figs. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9 and 10 from over 
Coal 3 


o. 1. 


Tallmadge, Ohio. 


Geological Survey of Ohte, 


TARBDNIFEROUS, (Coal Measures.) 





a 5 


uw 





na 











SS Newt z — 
TS Newiem.ac. RENTE ern 


PLATE XLIII. 


PAGE. 
Fig. 1. CYCAS REVOLUTA (Living) .....0...csscescssesenccesessscncnsceecuns neeeee sen. 371 
Entire fruit. Compare with Figs. 8, 8a. 
1a, Nut contained in same. 
Fig. 2 CARPOLITHUS FRAGARIOIDES. Newb...... .......... nuanasennananne oe sescceers 370 
External envelope, the nucleus having escaped. 
2a. Nucleus of same. = 
Fig. 3 CARDIOCARPON LATUM. NEWb ...ccecccccccsccns rescore ee ecees sonssensnnrsernene OLE 
Fig. 4 CARDIOCARPON MINUS. Newb. .........sucnsnsusssonennersnsesonsnnsenenunnseene OED 
Fig. 5. CARDIOCARPON ELONGATUM. NeOWD «.-eccccesesseceeeee eoesesceseeans sun 373 
Fig. 6. CARDIOCARPDN RETUSUM. Sternbg............ccecessoeessceeteeen seers nennen 374 
Fig. 7. CARDIOCARPON MARGINATUM. FO8teT.....--.csesescccoeccnneceseesescesscsoes 378 
Fig. 8. CARDIOCARPON ANNULATUM. Newb ............. nenesnensonenenen nensnne un... 374 
8a. Another specimen of the same. 
Fig. 9. CARDIOCARPON BICUSPIDATUM. Sternbg...........-. soeeeescenenees onen 373 
9 a. Smaller apecimen of same. 
Fig. 10. CARDIOCARPON ORBICULARB. Newb ...... 2.20.0200. bseetee seascesee seneeess . 374 
Fig. 11. CARDIOCARPON SAMARMEFORME. NO@WD...-..c.ssceeeceeesesceeceseeccessceres BTD 


lla. Another specimen of the same. 


Fig. 12. TRIGONOCARPON SHESHSSESSHOHHHEHAAHH EITELKU TEILEN STEIN KRISE ELSE KETTE TEN ET T u........nnn... 
Drapaoeous fruit inclosing Trigonocarpon. 


Fig. 13. TRIGONOCARPON TRILOCULARE. Hildreth............ccccccscccsceee ceceeees 367 


Basal end of compressed specimen showing nucieus. 
Conglomerate, Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio. 


Fig. 14. TRIGONOCARPON soo. 90008. EEV SSEHHSAHRSH JE6HHHHHUEUELEUHT «AED E EHE HABE R ULEB O TEE CB LE HOHER OB ae 367 
Group of fragments, showing (a, b) segments of shell (c, d) nuclei. 
Fig. 15. TRIGONOCARPON seat eseeseeeeoe 0020000 seccncccvccecsccvecscecs oF Geese SOF ERO 8S B68 OP 366 


Outline of drapaceous fruit, showing inclosed nut. 


All figures on this plate natural size. 
All specimens excepting 1, 1 @, 7 and 13 from shale over Coal No. 1, Summit and Mahoning counties, 
0. 
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PLATE XLIV. 


PAGER. 
Fig. 1. TRIGONOCARPON ...... beens seceeceaeneecescecteceescateesseeoens betes cee cee aeeesceseees 366 
Showing portion of fleehy envelope. 
Fig. 2. TRIGONOCARPON  cccccece sececsenecee savcessecceaeasens sonen be ceeeenssecsecs ae seeeeeee 366 
Entire fruit, inclosing nut. u 
Fig. 3. RHABDOCARPUS CARINATUS, Newb ....scccccscocscecsee concecncccssescccscsess OVO 
Showing portion of envelope. 
Fig. 4. RHABDOCARPUS DANAI, FOSter........-c0ccaceee coececees secscececteceecones w= 376 
Zanesville, Ohio. 
Fig. 5. RHABDOCARPUS LEVIS. NewD ....ccessscccceceeeseres bea ceases cesses neneeees u... 377 
5a. Edge view of the same. 
Conglomerate, Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio. 
Fig. 6. RHABDOCARPUB APICULATUS. N@WD ....c.-ccenscereessnneen coneesceetenseeesees 377 
Over Coal No. 1, Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio. 
Fig. 7. RHABDOCARPUS ACUMINATUS. Newb .....cccsccscsecseteeersseenee eee bee ceees 378 
Over Coal No. I, Youngstown, Ohio. 
Fig. 8. RHABDOCARPUS CORTATUS, Newb...... Kenssrensersnne besenceeesceeeeessaeeeees 378 


Over Coal No. 1, Youngstown, Ohio, 
All figures on this plate natural size. 
Figs. 1, 2 and 3 from over Coal No. 1, Tallmadge. Ohio. 
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PLATE XLV. 


NERIOPTERIS LANCEOLATA. N@WD....ccccccc.cencscsevecs soo... Sanonu non once. 


Fig. 1. Portion of frond near upper extremity. 


Fig. 2. Middle portion of frond. 


Fig. 3. Single pinnule. Natural size. 
3a. Portion of name enlarged to show nervation. 


In Fig. 3 a the nerves are inoorrectiy represented as all simple, whereaa they are uently forked 
the base, See pp. 380, 381 yeep P y fre y 
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PLATE XLVI. 


ODONTOPTERIS GRACILLIMA. Newhb......cscssoss osccnes 
Fig. 1. Portion of the summit of a frond. 


Fig. 2. Middle portion of a frond. 
2a. Portion magnified to show nervation. 


Fig. 3. A single pinna, nearly entire, from middle of a frond. 
3 a. Portion enlarged to ahow nervation. 


Roof shales of Coal No. 1, Youngstown, Mahoning county, Ohio. 
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PLATE XLVILI. 


ODONTOPTERIS NBUROPTEROIDES. Newb.......... devces ceseccecess ccccccscssers SOL 
Fig. 1. Portion of frond with basal pinnules of pinns like Neuropteris. 
Figs. 2 and 3. Pinne having characters of Odontopteris. 
Frem shale over Coal No. 1, Youngstown, Ohio. 
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PLATE XLVIII. 


Fig. 1. ALETHOPTERIS GRANDIFOLIA, NEWD ........- onunenaen nennen sense onnnenene nen 384 


Two pinne from near base of one of the subdivisions of the tri-pinnate frond of variety 
with narrow pinnules, 
1a. Two pinnules enlarged to show nervation. 


Fig. 2. ALETHOPTERIS GRANDIFOLIA. Newb ...... ......... eee euren concen nennen „384 
Pinus of most common form with broad elliptical pinnules. » 
Both from Coal Ne. !, Tallmadge, Summit county, Ohio. 
Fig. 3. ALETHOPTERIS MACROPHYLLA. Newhb...........- bees ceceee Ceeees ceeeee nn 383 


Single pinnule. natural size. 
3a. Another specimen of the same. 


Over Coal Ne. I, Youngstown, Ohic. 
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